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LOCAL GOVERNMENT AND TAXATION OP TOWNS INQUIRY 
COMMISSION (IRELAND). 


SUPPLEMENT TO PART III. 


SPECIAL GENERAL REPOETS 

ON 

KINGSTOWN AND DALKEY. 


KINGSTOWN. Kimostoitk. 

A local governing body of Commissioners was first constituted for Kingstown by the 
4 & 5 Wm. IV., cap. 90 (Local), under which the town was governed until the adoption 
in March, 1855, of the provisions of the 17 & 18 Viet., cap. 103, the “ Towns Improve- 
ment (Ireland) Act, 1854.” Upon the adoption of this Act, and the election of Commis- 
sioners under it, the 4 & 5 .Wm. IV., cap. 90, ceased to be operative, except as to 
things already done. In 1859 the Local Act, the 22 Viet., cap. 18, for providing a 
public water supply for Kingstown was passed, but there does not appear to have 
been anything ever done under this Act. By the 24 & 25 Viet., cap. 118 (Local), the 
'** Kingstown Improvement Act, 1861,” the duty and care of maintaining the roads and 
bridges within the town were transferred from the Grand Jury of the county of Dublin 
to the Town Commissioners of Kingstown. The Municipal Commissioners were 
empowered to levy rates for the purpo'se of paying the costs of obtaining the Act and Sec. 9. 
the Kingstown proportion of the county at large charges, the expenses of maintaining 
roads and bridges within the township, and providing compensation for the barony 
collector of county cess and the Secretary of the Commissioners, whose duties were to 
cease on the Act coming into operation. 

Under this Act the finance committee of the county of Dublin Grand Jury mate Seca. 10 , 11 , 
their warrant each half year defining the amount of the county at large charges to be 
contributed by Kingstown. 

The Commissioners are empowered to levy “ a Kingstown road rate ” not to exceed Sec - 13 - 
ls. 6d. in the pound in the year, unless with the assent of a majority of not less than 
two-thirds of the ratepayers at a meeting specially convened by the Commissioners 
for the express purpose of considering the propriety of making an increased rate ; but 
the entire rate is never to exceed 2s. 6d. in the pound in the year. The rate is to be Se«. u. 
assessed upon the same occupiers of premises, and in and at the same manner and 
times, and subject to the like exemptions, and with the like remedies by way of appeal or 
otherwise, as the other rates under the “Towns Improvement (Ireland) Act, 1854,” and 
the Acts incorporated with it. ‘ 

Compensation, the amount of which was to be fixed by the Lords Commissioners of the sac. 17 . 
Treasury, was provided for Mr. Alma, the collector of county ce3s, for the Iosb of emolu- 
ment consequent upon the separation of Kingstown from the county. Provision was Sec. 19. 
made for the case of future extension of the town limits. 

A superannuation or retiring allowance, at the discretion of the Commissioners, but Sec. 20. 
not to exceed two-thirds of his salary, was provided for Mr. Murray, the clerk to the 
Commissioners for upwards of twenty years then past, and who had on account of ill 
health placed his resignation in their hands ; and the Act contained a saving of the 
rights of the Kingstown Harbour Commissioners. 

In 1869, the 32 & 33 Vic., cap. 133 (the “ Township of Kingstown Improvement Act, 

1869”), was passed. By this Act the Town Commissioners are incorporated, a new divi- Sec. 3 . 
sion of Kingstown into four wards, hereinafter named, was made, and the number of 
Commissioners to be returned for each ward was fixed. 
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2 LOCAL GOVERNMENT AND TAXATION INQUIRY COMMISSION (IRELAND). 


Kingstown. The qualification of a voter is the being the immediate lessor, resident in the town 
Sec. 9. or within seven miles of the boundary of it, of premises within the boundary rated at 
£50 a year; or being the occupier as tenant or owner, or being the immediate lessor 
(rated for such premises, to the relief of the poor to the net annual value of £4 and 
upwards) of any lands, tenements, or hereditaments in the township. 

Sec. io. The qualification of a Commissioner is the being a lessor, resident in the township 

or within seven miles of the boundary of it, of premises rated at £50 a year ; or being 
the occupier as owner or tenant of premises within the township rated at £25 a year. 
Ecclesiastics, bankrupts, insolvents, and arranging debtors ar,e disqualified. The lists of 
voters are revised annually by a barrister appointed for the purpose by the Lord Lieutenant. 
Sec. «. The Corporation of Dublin are bound to supply water at the rate of twenty gallons for 

each inhabitant per day, for which the Kingstown Commissioners pay to the Corpora- 
tion, by way of rent, an annual sum, equal to 5 d. in the pound on the Government 
valuation of the property in the township. 

Secs. 47-52. Provision was made for the appointment by the Lord Lieutenant of an auditor of 
the accounts. (This audit is now superseded by that under the Local Government 
Acts.) 

Sec. 68. The Commissioners are empowered to borrow and re-borrow, upon the security of the 

general yearly assessment provided for by section 60 of the “ Towns Improvement 
(Ireland) Act, 1854,” sums not exceeding £16,000, at a rate of interest not exceeding 
Sees. G7, 59. £5 per cent., to be repaid by a sinking fund of one-fortieth of the money borrowed. 

Sec. 60 . The Commissioners are required to make, once in each year, a “ sinking fund special 

rate” on all persons rateable under section 60 of the Act of 1854, provided that the 
total amount to be raised in any one year shall not exceed the amount required for that 
year for payment of interest and sinking fund, and shall be deemed to be part of, and 
not an addition to, the general yearly assessment under section 60 of the Act of 1854. 

Sec. 6i. There is a power of appeal to the assistant barrister of the county of Dublin against 

any rate. 

s 0 e. r,7. The expenses of obtaining the Act were to be paid out of moneys raised by or on the 

credit of the rate under section 60 of the Act of 1854, provided that the rate to be made 
for defraying such expenses shall be distinctly set forth, and shall be paid, deducted, 
and retained by the same persons, and in the same proportions, as if the same were a 
rate levied for relief of the poor. This direction does not appear to have been ever 
acted upon or followed. 

Ev. 352 . The 34 & 35 Viet., cap. 109, the “ Local Government (Ireland) Act, 1871,” was adopted 
in Kingstown in January, 1873. 

In 1874 the 37 & 38 Viet., cap. 167, the “ Kingstown Township Extension Act, 1874,” 
was passed. By this Act the limits of the Township were extended and the newly added 
places were removed from the control and government of the county Grand Jury to that 
of the Kingstown Commissioners ; further compensation was provided for Mr. Alma ; 
there was a re-arrangement of the wards into which the town was divided ; the Oom- 
Sec. 25 . missioners acquired a further borrowing power to the extent of £3,000 ; and they were 
authorized to pay out of the rates £200 towards the costs and expenses of applying for 
the Act, and also their own costs and expenses of opposition to it. This Act had been 
promoted not by the Commissioners but by persons resident outside of the township 
Mr. Enuig, boundary, in order to have their district made part of the township. The Commissioners 
Ev. 28. petitioned against the Bill. 

By the 38 Viet., cap. 2, passed in 1875, confirming a provisional order of the Local 
Government Board in Ireland, the Kingstown Town Commissioners were empowered to 
borrow £10,000 to be applied in the making of internal drainage works. Of this £10,000, 
£2,000 was to be expended for works in that part of the Kingstown Township called 
Glasthule, and £8,000 on works in Kingstown not comprising Glasthule. 

Ev. sc. The municipal limits of Kingstown contain 1,450 acres, and the gross valuation is 

Ev. 235 . £77,000, the valuation for taxation being about £65,000. 

Ev. 35. The population was about 17,500 in 1871, but is constantly increasing. 

Under the several statutes above referred to the Township is divided into four wards, 
the names, area, rateable value of property, number of voters in, and representation of, 
which respectively are as follows : — 


Wards. Area. 

A. R. P. 

Glasthule, . . . 603 . 0 21 

Kingstown, East, . . 290 0 18 

Kingstown, West, . 355 1 0 

Monkstown, . . 215 3 31 


Valuation. 

£ 3. d. 

15,183 0 0 
21,668 10 0 
20,376 5 0 
12,493 0 0 


Commissioners 
Returned by 


284 6 

277 6 

390 6 

181 3 
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SPECIAL GENERAL REPORT ON KINGSTOWN. 3 

The Commissioners have borrowed the following sums, viz., £16,000 on the 1st kwostowit. 
December, 1870, from the Patriotic Assurance Company, under the powers of the Act CAPra*rDEBT. 
of 1S69, at £5 per cent, interest, and repayable by instalments of £400 a year. Of 
this £16,000, £2,400 has been paid off, and £13,600 remains due ; the interest has been Et . 220 . 
paid up. . . 

Under their power of borrowing £3,000 under the Act of 1874, the Commissioners 
in December, 1875, borrowed from the Treasury £1,300 at 3^ per cent, repayable, by Ev. 221 , 222 . 
means of a sinking fund, in thirty years, upon the security of the rate under the “ Towns Ev. 224 . 
Improvement Act, 1854,” for the purpose of laying pipes for the distribution of water ev. 225 . 
to the extended districts under the Act of 1874, for which purpose it was applied. The E v. 226 . 
Commissioners borrowed from the Treasury, under the “ Provisional Order Confirmation 
Act” of 1875, on the 20th May, 1876, £2,000, for the purpose of the Glasthule internal 
drainage, and on the 27th May, 1876, £S,000, for the purpose of the Kingstown internal Ev. 22 s. 
drainage. These sums, amounting to £10,000, were borrowed upon the security of the Ilf] 
sewer rate levied under the “ Public Health Act, 1874.” They also borrowed, on the 
14th November, 1876, under the authority of the Local Government Board, £8,000 to ev. 344 , 350 . 
build a town hall, and also on the 14th November, 1876, £1,700, the balance of the 
£3,000 they were authorized to borrow under the extension Act of 187 4, and £2,000 for 
the purpose of asphalting the footways of the town. These sums of £8,000, £1,700, Ev. 414 - 424 . 
and £2,000 were borrowed from the Royal Exchange Assurance Company, at 4^ per m 
cent., repayable in forty years by annual instalments. The £1,700 was borrowed for Ev. 898, 399 , 
and applied in the payment of the costs hereinafter mentioned. At the time of our 400 , 472 - 481 . 
Inquiry the principal sum remaining due on these loans was £36,600, less by at least 
one instalment of the £1,300 amounting to £49 4s. 8d. The interest on all was 
paid. _ 

We consider it necessary to call attention to the account given to us of the application 
of these sums, amounting to £39,000. Of the £16,000 borrowed on the 1st December, Ev. 184. 
1870, £2,797 8s. lOd was paid for the costs of Messrs. Anderson and Lee, the Dublin 
solicitors for the promoters of the Act of 1869; £3,856 8s 3d. was paid for the costs 
of Mr. Sharkey, their Parliamentary agent; and £1,421 3s. 10c?. was paid for costs to 
Messrs. Casey and Clay, the solicitors who opposed the Bill on behalf of the Kingstown 
Commissioners. All these costs amount to £6,075 0s. 11c?. The costs of obtaining the 
Act of 1869 were payable under its 67th section, but the Act does not. sanction the 
payment of any costs of opposing the Bill. ... 

Before entering an opposition to the Bill the Commissioners had been advised by 
counsel that the costs of opposition could not be legally paid out of the rates, and their Ev - 204 - 208 . 
solicitor, Mr. Lalor, declined to act for them in opposing it. Messrs. Casey and Clay, 
solicitors, of Dub lin , were employed to oppose it on the terms of a special agreement, 
which is as follows : — 

« We hereby agree and undertake to look only to the Township rates for payment of such costs and expenses 
as we may incur in opposing the passing of the Kingstown Township Bill, now before Parliament, in pursuance 
of the resolution of the Commissioners of this date. 

“ And that it is expressly and distinctly understood, and we hereby undertake and agree not to hold the 
Commissioner’s, either individually or collectively, personally liable to us for said costs or expenses on condition 
that the Commissioners will not give any opposition to our being paid- out of the rates, if we shall be legally 
entitled to be, as your solicitors, in preserving and protecting the rates and property of the Township. 


“ Dated this 9th day of March, 1869. 


(Signed), 


“ Casey < fc Clay.” 


After the Act passed, Messrs. Casey and Clay brought an action in the Court of Com- Ev. 195. 
mon Pleas in Ireland against the Commissioners for their costs of opposing the Bui. 

They appeared and took defence by their attorney, and by consent of the plaintiffs, 

Messrs. Casey and Clay, and the defendants, the Commissioners, a case was stated for 
the opinion of the Court of Common Pleas, the question to be decided being whether 
the rates and the moneys raisable upon the security thereof, could be properly applied 
for the payment of Messrs. Casey and Clay’s costs. The Court declared that the rates ' v - 
were properly applicable for the payment of these costs, and accordingly the above- 
mentioned amount, £1,421 3s. 10 d., was paid out of the £16,000 to Messrs. Casey and 
Clay. The ratepayers of Kingstown were not parties to or represented in this action, 
save so far as they could he said to be represented by the Commissioners, whose interest 
in the action was, as appears to us, opposed to their duty on behalf of the ratepayers, 
of defending the rates from liability. The costs of the action in the Court of Common 
Pleas were also paid out of the £16,000, and the balance of it, about £9,500, was applied 
in the pipe-laying works for the public water supply. . ■ . 

Of the £3,000 borrowed under the Act of 1874, £1,300 was expended m pipe-laying Ev. 220 , 227 . 


Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



KlNCSTOTTK. 

Ev. 308-477. 
Ev. 399, 400. 
Ev. 481, 482. 

Ev. 399. 

Ev. 471-481. 
Ev. 898, 399. 

Ev. 471-481. 
Ev.2G08-2699. 

Ev. 2G62. 

Ev. 472-481. 


EV. 230-242. 

Ev.242-256-7. 
Ev. 254. 

Ev. 330, 331. 
Ev. 324. 


Ev. 331. 


Ev. 278, 284. 


Ev. 284. 
Ev. 284. 


Ev. 284. 


Ev. 308. 

Ev. 283-320, 
321. • 


Ev. 284-315, 
329. 


4 LOCAL GOVERNMENT AND TAXATION INQUIRY COMMISSION (IRELAND). 

works for the public water supply in the then recently extended districts of Kingstown 
The remaining £1,700 which was afterwards obtained was applied in payment of £200 
portion of the costs of obtaining that Act mentioned in section 25, and about £1 400 
was applied as follows : — In the session of 1873 the Commissioners opposed a gas Bill 
promoted by the Dublin Corporation, and for that purpose employed Mr. Sharkey as 
their Parliamentary agent. Their costs of opposition were not in any way provided for 
by Parliament, and Mr. Sharkey sued them in the Court of Common Pleas in Ireland 
for £1,237 7s. id., the amount of his costs. 

A special case was, as in the former instance, stated for the opinion of the Court 
whether the rates or the moneys borrowed upon the security of them, were applicable 
to the payment qf these costs, and the Court declared that they were. Accordingly 
the £1,237 7s. id., and £54 17s. 9 d. for interest at £4 per cent., and the costs of the 
suit were paid out of the £1,700 borrowed under the Act of 1874. The ratepayers 
were not represented in this case any more than they were in the former action. The 
Commissioners contend they were justified, under the Act of 1874, in making this 
application of the £1,700 ; and it was stated before us that they had the opinion of 
counsel to that effect. 

The sum of £10,000 obtained from the Treasury for the purpose of internal drainage 
has been partly expended in these works. 

The £2,000 for Glasthule works has been expended in drainage works in Glasthule, 
but will not suffice to complete those contemplated as necessary for that district. 

Of the £8,000 to be applied for drainage works in Kingstown, there had been, up to 
the time of our Inquiry, £1,764 15s. 3d. expended upon those works, and the balance 
of £6,235 43. 9 d. was to the credit of the Commissioners at their bankers ; and there 
was, at the time of our Inquiry, a proposition pending, and to come on before the 
Commissioners, for the investment of at least a portion of that sum in Government stock, 
until it should become necessary to use it in payment for works. 

There was a matter connected with the drainage works in Kingstown made under the 
Provisional Confirmation Act, 187 5, which we feel bound to notice. Before a Provisional 
Order is made by the Local Government Board, they send one of their officers to hold 
a local inquiry and ascertain whether the proposed works are proper for the designated 
purpose, and whether the amount in respect of which borrowing powers are sought is 
fairly sufficient, and not excessive. Plans of the proposed works are submitted to him. 
That was done for the purpose of obtaining the power to borrow the £8,000, but a 
change in the plan of drainage works was made by the Commissioners, and a sum of 
£390 of the £ 8,000 was ordered to be expended in the drainage of Crosthwaite-park, 
which was chiefly the property of Mr. Crosthwaite, the then chairman of the Commis- 
sioners, while a place designated on the plan referred to by the Provisional Order for 
drainage was omitted. It was represented to us that on the 4th September, 1876, 
the Commissioners passed a resolution for applying to the Local Government Board as 
to the means of carrying out this proposition, and on the 20th September, 1876, the 
secretary of the Local Government Board wrote to the Commissioners that the officer 
of the Local Government Board reported to them that — 

“ It does not appear there is any particular objection to the proposed variation, but they, the Local Govern- 
ment Board, are not aware their sanction is necessary, or that they have any authority to give their sanction. 
The question for the Town Commissioners is, whether the proposed variation in a matter of details of this kind 
involves a material departux-e from the general plans referred to in the Provisional Order, and to the carrying 
out of which the money borrowed under the Act is directed to be applied.” 

After the receipt of that letter the Commissioners directed the drainage to be made 
at Crosthwaite-park instead of the place designated on the plan referred to by the 
Provisional Order. It was represented on the part of the Commissioners, to the Local 
Government Board, that the town surveyor of Kingstown forgot to include Crosthwaite- 
park in the plans he prepared for the Board. The place designated in the plans referred 
to in the Provisional Order has been altogether omitted from the works, and 
Crosthwaite-park has been substituted for it. It appears, too, that the resolution of the 
4th September, 1876, was not passed at a meeting of the Commissioners called in 
reference to that particular business, but at an ordinary meeting of the Commissioners 
in committee as the urban sanitary authority. It appeared to us that an impression 
existed that the place originally designated to be drained and sewered was omitted, and 
Crosthwaite-park substituted, in order to benefit the property of the Chairman of the 
Commissioners. i 

A great deal of dissatisfaction was, as will be hereafter seen, expressed as to the 
quality of the sewerage work done under the Provisional Order. 

The £8,000 borrowed for building a town hall in November, 187 6, at four and a half per 
cent., and repayable by forty annual instalments, has not yet been applied for its purpose. 
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The Commissioners propose to take a site from the Kingstown Harbour Commis- xnanoim. 
sioners for 999 years, at a rent of £65 a year, but any estimate the Commissioners have Ev. 347 - 378 . 
as yet got for building a town hall very far exceeds £8,000, and there does not appear to 
be any prospect of their being able to get a town hall built for £8,000. In the mean- Ev. 3co. 
time interest at four and a half per cent., equal to £360 a year, is payable on the £8,000, 
and the principal is repayable by annual instalments of £200. As against these out- Ev. 377. 
goings the Commissioners receive only the dividends on the Government new three per fog 6 358_347 ’ 
cent, stock, in the purchase of which the £8,000 was invested on the 9th February, 187 7. Ev< ± 71 , 353 . 
This is not profitable for the ratepayers, and it appears to us that the borrowing of the 
£8,000 at the time was premature and unnecessary. 

Of the £2,000 borrowed for the purpose of making asphalte footways and crossings, by. 414-424. 
the sum of £624 12s. 9 d. had been expended in such works up to the time of our 
Inquiry, and the balance remained in bank to the credit of the Commissioners available 
and in course of being applied for the purposes for which it was borrowed. 

Complaints were made that the sewerage of the town was in many instances imperfect. 

No map of the existing sewers was ever made as required by the provisions of the 13th Ev.1214-1217. 
section of the Towns Improvement Clauses Act of 1847. Some years since the then Board 
of Commissioners employed Mr. Palles, O.E., to make a map of the then existing sewers, Ev.i 485-14 »o. 
and he did so, but not on the scale required by the Act of Parliament. We could not 
ascertain for certainty whether or not that map has been continued by having marked 
thereon the new sewers made from time to time. Some time since the Commissioners 
ordered Mr. Hoyle, their present surveyor, to make a complete map of the then existing Ev. 596. 
sewerage, but he has not prepared it, and does not consider it any part of his duty Ev - 1212 - 
to do so. In 1873 the Commissioners constructed a new sewer from George’s-street to 
connect with one leading from Mulgrave-street to the Fortyfoot-road. This sewer was 
made under the following circumstances Mr. Doyle made the sewer by men employed Ev. 3207, 2012. 
by him under the superintendence of a man named Duff, the head ganger of the Com- 
missioners. While the work was going on, Mr. Brady, a ratepayer, who had been 
employed by the Commissioners for five months under Mr. Palles in examining and Ev - 3181-2. 
preparing the map of the sewers, saw the sewer and alleged that it was being con- Ev. 3133-4, 
structed on a wrong level; and the flow in it was going the wrong way. He reported 
the fact to Mr. M'Evoy, the then chairman of the Board, and Mr. M'Evoy and Mr. 

Kelly (Town Commissioner) agreed to visit the place. When they met the sewer was 
quite dry, and Brady requested Mr. Kelly N to go down into the sewer by a ladder placed Ev. 3152. 
there. He did so, and Brady suggested to Mr. Kelly to order that a dam which 
had been placed across the sewer between the point where the ladder was placed and 
the Mulgrave-street end of the sewer should be knocked away. That was done, and Ev - 3220 - 
the sewage stuff from the Mulgrave-street sewer immediately flowed so fast along 
the newly constructed sewer to the ladder that Mr. Kelly had to leave the sewer at 
once. This indicated that the level of the sewer was the wrong way. Duff the ganger 
stated that he made it on the wrong level, but according to that given him by Mr. 

Doyle, and that he told Mr. Doyle so, but was told to mind his own business as he was Ev.3226. 
only a servant. _ _ ... 

After Mr. M'Evoy and Mr. Kelly had so inspected this sewer its condition was 
brought before the Committee of the Board, and, according to Mr. M'Evoy’s recollection, Ev. 3198. 
he proposed to them that some other engineer should be appointed to examine the con- 
dition of this and the other sewers, but that his proposition was rejected ; while Mr. Ev. 3200. 
Kelly states that such a thing did not take place. The Committee, however, appointed Ev.3i62-3i68 
three of their body to examine this sewer, which they did. On the day of their - 8201 - 
going there Mr. Doyle called the police, and required them to remove Brady, who was 
also there, from the works, which they refused to do, as Brady stated he was there as a 
ratepayer, and was not interfering with Mr. Doyle or the. works. The sewer was 
finished, notwithstanding Mr. Brady’s representations; and it. is stated that it is still out Ev.3226, 3174. 
of level, and that at Mr. Buckley’s end of it there is twelve inches of deposit as against 
only four at the other end. This was denied by Mr. Doyle and also by Mr. Barnes, an Ev. 3242. 
engineer examined by him, who stated that the sewer was on a proper level; while 
Dr. Roche, who was with Mr. Barnes on his recent examination of it, admitted that Ev.3262. 
there was the difference of deposit at the two ends of the sewer ; but he stated that 
that did not necessarily prove that the level of the sewer was not correct. The 
necessity for making such a sewer appears to be very questionable, as, if Duff s 
account of it be correct, it cannot drain the houses at one side of the street through ev. 3247-8-a 
which it is made, while those of the other side of the street can be and are, in 
fact, drained by another sewer ; and Mr. Barnes himself stated that the sewer was too Ev. 3243-4. 
small, and that it, as also other sewers, were improperly trapped. It was evident that 
there was a strong feeling on the part of some ratepayers as to the action of the Corn- 


Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



Er. 1886-1841. 


Ev. 2392-3-4. 
Ev. 1033. 
Ey.2091-2097. 


Ev. 328-337. 
Er. 936-948. 
Ev. 964. 

Ev.2086-20S9. 
Ev.2126, 2132. 
Ev.2292-2300, 
2302. 

Ev. 1014-1030. 


Ev.2986-2987. 

Ev.1931-1955, 

1967-1970, 

1971-2000. 


6 LOCAL GOVERNMENT AND TAXATION INQUIRY COMMISSION (IRELAND). 

missioners about this sewer, and, as we understood it, the feeling was that the Town 
Commissioners should not have employed Mr. Doyle to plan and design other and more 
extensive and expensive sewerage works until they had ascertained by the employment 
of an independent engineer that he had not made the mistakes imputed to him with 
respect to the sewer in question. Mr. Doyle is also of opinion that no one should 
supervise or inspect any work which he is doing for the Commissioners. 

After this sewer was made, or during its construction, Mr. Doyle prepared plans for 
the drainage of the Kingstown and Glasthule districts with a view of enabling the 
Commissioners to obtain a provisional order from the Local Government Board for 
making sewers at a cost of £8,000 for the Kingstown and £2,000 for the Glasthule 
district, as already stated. These plans showed the line of the proposed sewers, and by 
the colours whether they were to be made with bricks or pipes. No levels or sections 
•/'ere shown on the plans, but the sizes of some of the sewers and pipes were given. 
These plans were laid on the table of the board-room for two months, and Mr. Robinson 
then held the necessary inquiry for the Local Government Board, which resulted in 
the plans being passed, and the provisional order was made which was confirmed by 
the Act of the 38 Viet., cap. 2. The provisional order recites the preparation of plans 
by the surveyor showing the works necessary for the drainage of the two districts, and 
that the sums of £8,000 and £2,000 were sufficient to carry out the said works within 
the respective districts, and then sanctions the borrowing of £10,000 for the execution 
of the works. 

After the passing of the Act Mr. Doyle thought fit to alter his designs as shown on 
the plans in several instances. At the end of the Glasthule district he had shown on 
the plan a brick sewer three feet by two feet, which he must then have considered 
necessary to carry off the sewage of that large district at its termination near the 
sea ; but he afterwards without the authority of anyone substituted a fifteen-inch pipe 
in place of that sewer which is considered wholly insufficient. He stated at first he 
thought it would be sufficient by his increasing the fall, but this statement was evidently 
incorrect from the fact that he admitted that he intended the level of the new sewer to 
meet the level of the old one which he was to use as the outlet at Bullock harbour. 
Having admitted that it would be impossible for him to carry out the contemplated 
sewerage works in Kingstown district for which the loan of £8,000 was granted, accord- 
ing to his plans and specifications, in consequence of the contractor’s tenders for the 
works being so much higher than his estimate, he stated that he would get over the 
difficulty by altering his .plans and making the sewers at higher levels than he had 
originally contemplated. He considers that he has ample powers to do so without the 
authority of anyone, and he has not even applied for or obtained the sanction of his 
own board to his doing so. When pressed by us as to what he would do with houseS- 
the owners of which had constructed their basements on the faith of his original levels, 
as shown in his plans, though not on the one placed before Mr. Robinson, if he now 
raised the levels of the sewers adjoining those houses, he was unable to give any reason- 
able suggestion as to what he would do for them, nor could he now give to any builder 
the levels he designs for the new sewers to enable such builder to place the drains from 
his houses to such new sewer. 

Mr. Doyle distinctly stated that he thinks he may alter the sewers and plans as he 
likes from time to time. We pointed out to him that such a power if it were exercised 
might in fact annul the Provisional Order and Act of Parliament entirely, and allow a 
surveyor who had obtained large sums of money for one set of works which were 
approved of by the Local Government Inspector to apply them to other works which 
never would have been approved of by that Inspector. Beyond a doubt a strong feeling 
prevails in the minds of many of the ratepayers of a highly respectable and influential 
class that the sewerage works as designed by and partially constructed under the 
superintendence of Mr. Doyle are wholly defective and insufficient, and that the 
money expended on them has been partially if not entirely thrown away. It is right, 
however, to add that the Commissioners were wholly ignorant of the several changes 
in Mr. Doyle’s plans as to the construction of the sewers and their levels, and that Mr. 
Doyle never gave them any information on the subject. 

Several cases of defective and insufficient sewerage were brought under our notice by 
different individuals, some of which were admitted by Mr. Doyle to be well founded. 
One related to Sandycove Harbour, into which a large sewer leads. It is made of 
masonry about one foot square from the sewer, running along the public road called 
Sandycove-avenue. The sewage through that sewer has largely increased of late 
from the building of new houses, and it originally discharged at the high watermark. 
This was afterwards carried out to low watermark by a six-inch metal pipe leading from 
the oneffoot square sewer. This pipe appears to be quite insufficient in size, besides 
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being completely broken up and lying about the harbour, the bottom of •which dries at Kmo3T o' VN - 
low water, and is now in a horrible condition. The smell in summer is intolerable. A 
ladies’ and a gentlemen’s bathing place are situated close to the entrance of this harbour, 
and at certain times of the tide it is impossible for anyone to bathe there from the foul 
condition of the water and the fearful smell. The place has been allowed to remain in 
that condition for a number of years to the great discomfort of, if not danger to, the 
inhabitants of this populous district. With regard to one of the pipe sewers more 
recently constructed, it was lately found to be completely choked and had to be broken 
open and cleansed by Duff the ganger, as described in his evidence. Numerous other ev. 2854-!864.. 
complaints were made as to the condition and insufficiency of the sewerage, which it 
would take up too much time further to allude to in this Report, but which satisfied us Ev. 1403. 
that the existing sewerage of this populous and important township is in a defective 
condition and requires immediate and careful supervision and attention. The main 
streets of the township are twenty-two miles long, fourteen of which only have sewers, Ev - 796 - 
viz., eight miles of old sewers and six of new, which have been made by the Commis- 
sioners since the year 1868. Those which have been recently constructed under 
the provisional order of 1874 were done by contractors under specifications which 
provided inter alia, that the bricks should be the best county Dublin grey stock bricks ; 
in some cases these bricks were not used to the knowledge of the surveyor and the Clerk Ev. 1434-1437. 
of Works employed by the Commissioners, and the defective quality of the bricks Ev. 2340-2351. 
used in the sewers is complained of. One gentleman stated that “ sewers constructed Er. 1434. 
with such bricks could not be of a lasting character.” Mr. Doyle admitted that some of Ev.i4|8-8i^ 
the bricks used were not according to the specification, but he passed them and certified ” ’ 

for the work as done, because, as he said, he had power to vary the contract and 
specification as he thought proper. There is not, however, any clause in the contract 
or specification giving him any such power, as we pointed out to him. 

The cement used in the construction of the sewers was not of the description or quality 
stipulated for in the specification, which provided that the cement to be used should be 
the “ best London Portland cement.” This is the best cement known in the trade, but Ev. 2471. 
what was used was different both in quality and value, and yet it was accepted and Ev: 2352-67. 
certified for by Mr. Doyle. The specification further provided for the use of “ Jenning’s 
patent pipe with a junction on the saddle ” for the purpose of making proper connecting 
drains with the houses, but .not one was used to the knowledge of Mr. Doyle, and the Ev. 1456-7. 
clerk of works stated that although he read the specification he did not carry it out, Ev. 1447. 
because he could not get the materials as they were not in the country. Objections 
were also made as to the mode in which the pipes were jointed, the surveyor stating Ev. 686-1443. 
that he would not allow cement to be used while the clerk of the works stated that he Ev. 1438. 
allowed it. ' 

Evidence was also given as to the mode in which the pipes were laid and covered Ev. 2268-70. 
with large stones, which must have been most injurious to vitrified pipes. It also 
appears that a number of the connecting drains from the houses with the sewers are put Ev. 2817. 
in and made by the scavengers of the Commissioners under the superintendence of Duff, 
the head ganger, who said that they were laid by him, and also that some sewers were 
constructed by him without any levels being given or pointed out to him by the Bv.2847, 
surveyor. He also spoke as to the bad level and size of some of the sewers, in 2 7 
answer to which the surveyor stated that Duff knew nothing about it, and further, “ that Ev. 2876. 
he was not competent to give an opinion on sewerage works or drains either.” 

It occurred to us, and we so stated, that if the surveyor entertained such an opinion 
about the man, he ought not to have employed him to undertake such important works. 

Mr. Kelly, on the part of the Commissioners, assured us “ that they were ignorant of Ev. 2879. 
what was going on about the sewers and connecting drains, as they had never received 
any report from their surveyor or ganger on the subject.” It would be impossible to go 
through, in detail, the several matters connected with the sewerage which was brought 
under our notice by several persons from different localities, many of whom were persons 
of intelligence and position, and fully competent to express the opinions which they Ev - 138L 
did. The evidence of the witness Duff alone will show the defective nature of the Ev - 2773 “ 2899 - 
sewerage executed by himself, and that with the other evidence satisfied us in the 
conclusion we came to at the Inquiry, and have above expressed, as to the insufficiency 
and defective nature of the existing sewerage. 

It has been already stated that the sewers are not sufficiently trapped, according to - 
the opinion of Mr. Barnes, while Mr. Palles and Dr. Roche are of opinion that they are . j* 2 S 2371 
not sufficiently provided with ventilators. There does not appear to exist between the ev. 2298. 
Commissioners and Mr. Doyle that harmonious action which is desirable, and complaints Ev. 3287, 636. 
appear to have been made against him from time to time, which have been investigated 
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Kingston*, before the Commissioners, and on one occasion they sent a memorial to the Lord Lieu- 
Ev. 812-816. tenant for his removal, hut this idea was afterwards abandoned. 

There are two matters connected with Mr. Doyle’s conduct which we feel bound to 
Er.i 2&2-1 264. allude to. Messrs. Edmundson were the contractors for laying, for the Commissioners 
Ey. 1265-1275. ^he water mains in the town. They had agreed as part of their contract to provide 
hydrant stones, three feet six inches square, of Dalkey granite. At the time the 
contract was signed Mr. Doyle assured Mr. Wigham,' one of the firm, that there would 
be no difficulty in getting the necessary size of granite at Dalkey for those stones and 
he actually offered to get a person there to provide them. Mr. Wigham agreed and 
gave the order for the stones, and Mr. Doyle afterwards certified for them when 
furnished as if they were the proper size, and Messrs. Edmundson paid the man who sup- 
plied them under Mr. Doyle’s order as if for the full-sized stones. It turned out, however 
Ey. 822 . that the stones supplied were only three feet square, instead of three feet six inches, and 
were not Dalkey granite at all, and the Commissioners afterwards deducted the sum of 
£50 from the Messrs. Edmundson’s account for the difference in the value of the 
stones. 

Mr. Doyle’s conduct in relation to this matter, and also as to certifying for stones 
ey. 1817-8. and crossing blocks not delivered, was investigated at the time by a Committee of 
Inquiry appointed by the Commissioners, and their report laid before the Commis- 
sioners on the 18th August, 1871, will be found set out in full at question 817. 

Ev. 1282 -1240. During the progress of Messrs. Edmundson’s contract, Mr. Doyle on one occasion 
Ev.1249-1251. a pp]j e d to Mr. Wigham for a loan of money, which he gave him on his I 0 U, and 
afterwards paid ; and on another occasion Mr. Doyle went security for Mr. Brady, a 
Ey. 884-892. contractor employed by the Commissioners for the laying of asphalte, to enable him to 
obtain certain materials on credit from a Commissioner. We cannot but think it wrong 
for a person in Mr. Doyle’s position to borrow money from or go security for a contractor, 
when he is the person to stand between the Commissioners and the contractors, in order 
to see that they perform their contracts. It was not, however, even suggested that 
any loss occurred to the Commissioners from Mr. Doyle’s having acted in this way. 

The sanitary condition of the township is in many places far from satisfactory. The 
Ey. 49. Commissioners have two sub-sanitary officers who appear most attentive and efficient, 

Ey. 1499. one of them being a sergeant in the Metropolitan Police, who is permitted to act for 

ey. 1506. the Commissioners. They have also efficient sanitary and consulting sanitary officers. 

Ey. 6i-2. The sub-sanitary officers appear to report nuisances regularly to the sanitary officers, 

who report them to the Sanitary Committee of the Commissioners, and they make all 
necessary orders thereon. In the year 1866 the sanitary condition of Kingstown was 
very bad, as will appear from a report of the late Mr. Charles Halliday made to the 
Statistical Society of Dublin, and which was, after the death of that gentleman, edited 
with notes in the year 1867 by Dr. Thomas More Madden. Extracts from that 
report as to the condition of parts of Kingstown will be found at questions, 2176, 2203, 
2206, 2214, 2222 and 2227. 

It will be seen from the evidence of Dr. O’Flaherty, the sanitary officer, that much has 
been done to improve the condition of the places referred to by Mr. Halliday, but that 
there is still a great deal that has not been done, and he also stated that he could show 
Ey 2234 ' us cour * ls “ that ought to be swept off the face of the earth,” and further that if an 

Ev! 2235. epidemic were now to break out in Kingstown it would most probably be attended with 

Ey. 791-2. serious consequences. Mr. Doyle likewise stated that there were some exceedingly poor 

, houses in the centre of Kingstown which were very badly provided with any accommo- 

dation, and he added that the whole of those places should be levelled to the ground to 
make other arrangements. We invite your Grace’s attention to the entire evidence of 
Ey. 1690. Dr. O’Flaherty, in which he describes the sanitary condition of the township. (See 

Ev ' 580 ' evidence, questions 2151 to 2251.) The difficulties in carrying out the Sanitary Act 

were pointed out by Mr. Ennis at questions 580 and 2721. 

Ey. 2198-9, It will be perceived in that evidence that Dr. O’Flaherty is of opinion that the 
greatest sanitary want in Kingstown is the want of a proper connexion from the dwell- 
ing-houses to the main sewers, and that this should be at once supplied. We allude to 
this opinion, expressed by a man in the position of the sanitary officer, who ought to 
know the matter well, in contradistinction to the evidence of Mr. Doyle, who told us 
Ev. 789. that almost all the houses had connecting drains. 

Ev. 1381. Many cases of individual nuisances were pointed out, and with respect to some it was 
Jsv!i595-i60i. alleged that the sanitary officers and Commissioners were not sufficiently active in 
enforcing the abatement of them; but although in some few cases there may have been 
Ey. 1546. partial delay, on the whole it appears to us that in all cases where reports were made 
as to the existence- of nuisances by the sanitary officer the Sanitary Committee did all 
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in their power to have his recommendations carried out. The consulting sanitary kwostoww. 

officer also, while stating that great improvements had been made in^ sanitary matters, 

fairly admitted that much more was necessary to be done. Er - 2520 - 1 . 

We were also referred by Mr. M'Evoy to the evidence given by him before the Select 
Committee of the House of Commons which passed the Kingstown Act of 1869, with Bt. 2522 . 
reference to the sanitary state of Kingstown, and to that given before the same. Committee 
on the 22nd April, 1869, by Mr. James M'Henry, an Inspector of the Dublin Sanitary 
Board, some extracts from which will be found at questions 2524—2526. 

A great deal of the improvement in sanitary matters, particularly in the poorer parts Ev. 2197-8. 
of the town, is to be attributed to the introduction of the Vartry water, which is now 
supplied in almost every, if not in every, lane in the township, whereby the poor have 
an ample supply of pure water, and by it the scavengers are enabled to scour and wash 
out the lanes, many of which are not provided with sewers, and could not be at all 
cleansed before from the want of any water supply. _ _ . 

Complaints were made that in some localities night soil and refuse was thrown into Ev. soo^ 1922 . 
some of the lanes and public streets. Having regard to the condition of some of the 1690 ; 
localities as above described, and the total want or insufficient means of accommodation 3 ^. 1921 - 1927 . 
provided, it is easy to believe that those complaints are well founded. 

The slaughter-houses of the town, with only two or three' exceptions, caused from some Ev. 1577-1579. 
legal difficulties, are registered, and appear to be frequently visited and properly attended to. Ev-1612 ’ 16 9 " 

The lodging-houses are all duly registered and inspected. The owners have been Ev.1570-1574. 
furnished with the proper rules and regulations for their guidance, and overcrowding is 
not permitted in them. _ 

The Commissioners have not established any morgue or disinfecting apparatus witlnn Ev.i554-i557. 
the township. They provide a proper means of conveyance for persons who are suffering Ev. 1568. 
from infectious disease being removed to hospital, in which ample accommodation is 
provided for such cases within the township. 

The Commissioners have a store-yard in the market house and another behind the Ev. 2531. 
Town Hall, in which their property, consisting of asphalte and other materials, including 
a large quantity of broken stones for the repairs of the roads, is stored from time to 
time. The tools of the workmen and carts owned by the Commissioners are also kept 
there. They have a storekeeper, Mr. Tomlinson, at a salary of 25s. a week, who is 2643, 519. 
supposed to take charge and keep an account of all the goods and materials from time 
to time stored there, and also what is received in and delivered out of each yard. We 
say he is supposed to. do this duty, but it is impossible for him to do so, as he is 
employed each day in the market as weighmaster for the Commissioners, from six in the Ev. 2538. 
morning till six in the evening, and during his absence, as far as we could see, there is Et - 2640. 
not any responsible person in charge of the Commissioners’ property in either yard. The Er. 1074 - 1130 . 
men employed by the Commissioners go and take what materials they want,, and it is 26 ii-i 2 . 
impossible that any sufficient account or check could be kept of the materials taken 
away, as it sometimes is taken without any order. In April, 1875, the storekeeper was 
called before the Board, and it was resolved — 

“That the storekeeper for the time being should consider himself in charge of all goods, both in the Town Ev. 2623. 

Hall yard and market, and that no goods are to be removed from the Town Hall yard or market without 
notice to the storekeeper, and on an order from the Town Surveyor, and signed by him.” 

Aud on the same day a resolution was passed, as follows — 

“ That the storekeeper is to be in the market from seven in the morning to six in the evening.” Ev. 2625. 

There can be no doubt that this resolution has not been carried out, as goods and Er.2632-2640 
materials have been frequently delivered and taken from the yards without any order 
signed by the town surveyor. A complaint was made before us with reference to some Ev. 26G5-2D9G. 
asphalte which had been taken from the yard by one of the carters and brought to Mr. 
Crosthwaite’s premises for his private use. The storekeeper having heard of its removal, 
reported the matter on the following day to the Board. The matter was investigated 
by them, and afterwards Mr. Crosthwaite returned some of the same kind of asphalte 
or some of a better quality, and also paid something towards making up the value of 
what was taken. Mr. Brady was laying some asphalte for Mr. Crosthwaite, and Dun Ev.2923-2934. 
alleged that Mr. Doyle told him to give Brady whatever he required for Mr. Crosthwaite 
without any order, and that in consequence of this he gave it. This was denied by Ev. 2928. 

Mr. Doyle, but no order was produced by him as having been given to authorize the 
removal of these goods. A question was raised as to whether the actual quantity taken 
had been returned or paid for by Mr. Crosthwaite. Brady said he got 25 or 26 cwt. 
altogether, and by the surveyor’s book he got only 13 cwt., and only 10 cwt. was Ev.2954,2603. 
returned. 1 The fact that any of the goods of the Commissioners could be removed 
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in such a way, and that the quantity taken could not be clearly ascertained, shows the 
necessity for an alteration in the management of the Commissioners’ property. 

The Town Commissioners have not any property, and do not receive any income save 
from rates, fines, and interest of moneys to their credit, and tolls from a public market 
They levy an Improvement Rate under the Act of 1854, which for this year is Is 5d 
in the pound, a Road Rate under the Act of 1861 of Is. 6 d. in the pound, and a Sewer 
Rate of 2d. in the pound, for the purpose of paying off the money borrowed for the in- 
ternal Drainage works. The Municipal Rates for the year are 3s. lc£. in the pound 
being the highest ever levied. The Improvement Rate - was estimated to produce” 
£4,590, the Road Rate, £4,860, and the Sewer Rate something over £540, making a 
total income from rates for the year of at least £9,990. The entire receipts for the 
year, including £11,700 borrowed as above mentioned, exclusive of Sewer Rates and 
moneys borrowed for drainage purposes, amount to £21,278 17s. lid (For particulars 
see Accounts, Appendix No. 1, page 114.) 

The expenditure in making main sewers for internal drainage has been made out of 
the moneys borrowed for the purpose. There was paid to the Dublin Corporation for 
the public water supply £1,325 14s. 3d, and the other expenses in respect of the water 
supply bring up the total expenditure for the year under this head to £1,699 6s. 2d. 
The township’s contribution to the county at large purposes of the county of Dublin 
amounted for the year to £1,723 19s. Id The expenditure also includes £250 paid to 
Sir John Hawkshaw, the eminent engineer, for plans of main drainage. 

Under the head of law and parliamentary costs credit is taken by the Commissioners 
for £1,919 12s. 6d, including £1,237 7s. id. above mentioned as paid to Mr. Sharkey, 
and £54 17s. 7 d, interest thereon, and the costs of the action brought by him. The 
entire expenditure, exclusive of that under the head of sewer rates, amounted to 
£10,649 11s. Id, leaving an apparent balance in favour of the Commissioners of 
£10,629 4s. lOd, which, however is made up entirely of so much of the £11,700 loan 
as has not yet been expended by them. The particulars of these expenditures will be seen 
on the credit side of the abstract of accounts already referred to (Appendix No. 1, p. 114 ). 

Estimates are prepared by the Town Clerk each year of the estimated amount of 
expenditure for the township for the then ensuing year, with a view of ascertaining and 
striking the necessary rates to meet such expenditure, and last year’s estimate showed 
an apparent surplus of £36 14s. 4d only on foot of the improvement rate, calculated 
at Is. 5 d in the pound. In preparing these estimates, Mr. Ennis charged as against 
the road rate, sums of money which it occurred to us were not, at all events to the 
amount charged, properly payable out of that rate ; for instance, the town surveyor’s 
salary of £250 was entirely charged on the road rate, while a large portion of his time 
must .necessarily be spent in looking after the new sewerage works which are being so 
largely executed in the town, and in other matters connected with the township 
unconnected with the roads. In like manner in the estimates £120 only is charged 
against the improvement rate for the scavengers’ wages, and £800 is charged to the 
road rate, while it was proved that a large -portion of the scavengers’ time is occupied 
in making connecting drains, and in other matters in relation to the sanitary condition 
of the town. A separate account is not kept of the different rates, which are paid into' 
a general fund in the Bank, out of which all the payments are made indiscriminately, 
and thus it is impossible to see whether the proper payments and no others are made 
out of each rate. 

The Town Commissioners do not derive any profit or income from, or exercise any 
control over, the harbour of Kingstown, which is under the control and management of 
tne Kmgstown Harbour Commissioners, constituted under certain statutes. The road or 
street along the harbour is kept in repair by the Harbour Commissioners. All the other 
roads, streets, lanes, footways, &c., in the township are kept in repair and scavenged by 
tne town Commissioners, by whom also the township is lighted, the gas being supplied 
under contract by the Alliance and Dublin Consumers Gas Company. 

e have referred to the 20th section of the “Kingstown Improvement Act, 1 S61,’ r 
y which a superannuation allowance was provided for James Murray, the former Town 

eik oi secretary to the Commissioners, who had resigned on account of ill health. 
Jlis superannuation allowance was fixed at £66 13s. id. a year, being two-thirds of his 
salary . For some years the Town Commissioners paid out of the public funds this super- 
annuation allowance to J ames Murray, and at the same time continued to employ him 
as heir -town Clerk and Secretary at a salary of £100 a year, which also was paid to 
. 1E B °1” O' fbe public funds. In 1868 an information by Her Majesty’s Attorney-General 
in re and, at the relation of Michael M 'Garry, a ratepayer, was filed in the Court of 

f M 61 ' rr in ? re ^ auc ^ a g a mst J ames Murray and sixteen of the Kingstown Commissioners, 
an Mr. Ennis, the Town Clerk, complaining of this transaction, and praying that James 
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Murray and the several Commissioners named in the information, should pay to the kixmtowk. 
credit of the Town Commissioners of Kingstown the several sums improperly paid to 
Murray. 

This suit resulted in a decree, made on the 15th April, 1869, by which it was ordered 
that James Murray do within a month lodge to the credit of the Kingstown Commis- 
sioners £166 13 s. 4 d., and in default of such lodgment by James Murray it was declared 
that fourteen of the sixteen Commissioners named were liable jointly and severally to 
contribute the sum of £166 13s. 4 d., or so much thereof as James Murray should fail 
to pay, in proportions to be measured by the length of time that each of them held the 
office of Town Commissioner during the period of the payments, and the decree con- 
tained elaborate directions for contribution between themselves by the several Commis- 
sioners declared to be liable. James Murray never paid in any portion of the £166 
13s. 4 d. The Commissioners named in the decree became liable upon the expiration of 
one month from the date of it to pay in the £166 13s. 4 d., but they have not done so. 

Several of the Commissioners named in the decree are at present Town Commissioners. 

On our inquiring why this money had not been paid in it was suggested that the present 
Town Commissioners were not liable for it. It is manifest to us that the liability 
declared by the decree was an individual personal liability of each Commissioner named 
therein, and not the liability of a corporate or quasi corporate body, and that the 
Commissioners as a corporate body have neglected their duty by not enforcing for the 
benefit of the ratepayers payment of the amount payable under the decree. 

The rates appear to be well collected by the collector, who gives security for the due Ev. 77-8-9. 
collection of the rates, and the payment to the credit of the Commissioners of the 
moneys received by him. 

Upon our inquiry as to the ascertainment and writing off of irrecoverable arrears of Ev - 102 - 144 . 
rates, our attention was called to the report of the auditor, Mr. Finlay, on the accounts Auditor’s 
for 1876, in relation to an item of £l 3s. 4 d., the rate on premises in respect of which Mr. Aceo^teto 
Crosthwaite, one of the Commissioners, had been rated, which had been described as irre- sist December, 
coverable by reason of non-occupancy of the premises, but had been afterwards paid in ^Appendix 
to the credit of the rate. The amount, £1 3s. 4 d., is small, but the circumstances are No. 1 , page 11 4 . 
peculiar. Mr. Finlay says, in his report, that : — 

“It was objected to at the audit on a former occasion, that £1 3s. id. arrears of rate on a stable, the 
property of a. member of the Board, and which was let by him to another member to enable him to complete 
his qualification for the office of Commissioner, and to which stable he was accordingly rated, was declared 
irrecoverable by the Commissioners, on receipt of a declaration of non-occupancy in the usual form. On 
inquiry into the matter it was quite apparent that the rate should have been collected, and on my expressing 
an opinion to that effect, the amount was at once paid in by the rated occupier. It was alleged that the 
declaration was made by the owner through mistake.” 


On our inquiry it was stated to us that, in January, 1875, in order to supply a vacancy Ev. 102 - 144 , 
caused by death or resignation, Mr. Lagan was nominated and elected by a resolution 173_m - 
of the Commissioners, dated 25th January, 1875, as a Commissioner for Kingstown Ev. 145 - 172 . 
East ward. Previous to his election he occupied premises rated at £20 a year only, 
which did not constitute the qualification required by the Act. In order to quality 
Mr. Lagan, Mr. Crosthwaite, the Chairman of the Commissioners, let him a stable in 
Crosthwaite-park, rated at £8 a year. This gave Mr. Lagan the required qualification. 

The terms of the letting were not disclosed to us. It was not suggested that this stable 
was not required to complete Mr. Lagan’s qualification. Mr. Lagan on the 10th March, 

1875, made before Mr. Crosthwaite, as a magistrate, the declaration of his qualification 
as required by the statute, which was produced before us declaring that he was an Ev. 174 . 
occupier of lands, &c., rated to the relief of the poor at the net annual value of £25 and 
upwards. On the 30th November, 1875, Mr. Crosthwaite, the owner of the stable, made 
before Mr. Barrett, the present Chairman of the Commissioners, a declaration in the 
words following : — 

“I, Jolm Crosthwaite, do solemnly and sincerely declare that the premises herein described have been empty, Ev. 119. 
unremunerative, unfurnished, and unoccupied, save by a caretaker, from the 1st January, 1875, to the 14th 
December, 1875.” 


The premises described consisted of the stable let to Lagan. On this declaration the 
arrear of £1 3s. id. was returned by the collector in the list of uncollectable arrears 
which were afterwards declared uncollectable by the Commissioners. 

Mr. Lagan’s name was not put on the rate book until some time in 1876. A very Ev. igg. 
unsatisfactory explanation of this matter was offered by Mr. Ennis, the Town Clerk, but Ev. 122 . 137 . 
neither Mr. Crosthwaite nor Mr. Lagan, who both had ample opportunity during our 
Inquiry at Kingstown of doing so, gave us any explanation of the matter. Mr. Bedmond, ev. 170 . 
the collector, stated that the practice of making the declarations of non-occupancy some 
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Kingstown, time before the close of the financial year was adopted some years ago by the directions 
of the Commissioners in order to facilitate the closing of the accounts. This instance 
shows that the Commissioners’ system of ascertaining uncollectable arrears is not always 
Ev.i 705-1717. efficacious. It appears that arrears of rates are sometimes 'declared uncollectable upon 
receipt of declarations of non-occupancy made by persons who are not the owners nor 
even the agents of the owners of the premises in question. 

The Commissioners in 1873 deemed it necessary that an enlarged system of main 
Ev.ii39-ii4G. drainage of the township should be adopted. By their directions their town surveyor, 
Mr. Doyle, prepared plans of a system of main drainage, which were submitted to Sir 
Ev. 4i3, 759- John Hawkshaw for his opinion. Sir John Hawkshaw disapproved of Mr. Doyle’s 
1144 ’ plans, and suggested a different scheme. The Commissioners, nevertheless, adopted 
Ev. 3063. Mr. Doyle’s plans, and in 1875 memorialed the Local Government Board for a Provi- 
sional Order in respect of nineteen different matters, including powers for the compulsory 
purchase of lands, &c., for the purpose of making main drainage works according 
to the deposited plans. The proposed works were described in the memorial as 
sewers No. 1, No. 2, and No. 3. The advising counsel of the Local Government 
Board was of opinion that the memorial should not be entertained in respect of any 
matters save so far as it sought for the right to exercise powers of compulsory purchase. 
Ev. 8071. His opinion was communicated by the Local Government Board to the Commissioners, 
Evlloso’ 5 ' w b° applied to have the usual inquiry held by the officer of the Local Government 
Board limited to the matters mentioned in the opinion of counsel. The inquiry was 
Ev. 2091. • accordingly held ; and at it the Commissioners were opposed by some of the ratepayers, 
with the result that the sewer works No. 3 were rejected by the Local Government 
Board. When the Provisional Order was being made out as regards the works No. 1 
and No. 2, the Commissioners were required to specify the lands in respect of which 
Ev.3093-3105. powers of compulsory purchase were sought. It appeared that before the inquiry was 
Ev. 30S4-5. opened the parties, viz. — The Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Pailway Company, and the 
memluiue Kingstown Harbour Commissioners, in respect of whose properties powers of compulsory 
m&itV Mr?’ purchase were alleged to be required, had made arrangements with the Town Commis- 
s i° ners > which rendered the exercise of powers of compulsory purchase unnecessary ; 
page ns. °’ ’ and the Local Government Board have, by their letter of 2nd May, 1877, which is set 
Ev. 8117. out in the evidence No. 3117, intimated then intention of declining to make any 

Provisional Order, and stated fully their reasons for doing so. 

Ev. 487. The proceedings to obtain the Provisional Order are in the result useless. It was 

Ev. 49i. stated to us by the solicitor for the Commissioners that his costs of applying for the 

Ev. 3124. Provisional Order and the Inquiry have been paid to him by them out of the rates, but 

Ev. 3129. the amount was not stated. The costs of the Local Government Board have, not yet 

been paid. 

Ev.3012-8029. A complaint was made by Mr. Perrin, a ratepayer in the township, and a candidate at 
the election of 1877 for the place of Commissioner in Kingstown East ward, for which 
ward Mr. Crosthwaite was a Commissioner, that the election was improperly conducted. 
There were two vacancies caused by the going out of office in rotation of Mr. Crosthwaite 
and another Commissioner. There were three candidates, namely, Mr. Crosthwaite, Mr. 
Donovan, and Mr. Perrin. Mr. Crosthwaite acted as presiding officer at the election. 
The three candidates were duly nominated by two ratepayers, under the provisions of 
the Ballot Act, and their respective nomination papers were duly signed by eight 
assentors as required by the Act. Mr. Perrin stated, that he had at the solicitation of 
several ratepayers allowed himself to be put in nomination. He had received from the 
Ev. 3018; town clerk, on the 21st December, 1876, the usual notification that his nomination 
paper had been received, that he was a candidate, and that up to a date specified he 
could withdraw his candidature. He afterwards heard that his nomination paper 
had been rejected, and wishing to explain to those ratepayers who put him in nomina- 
tion why he did not go to the poll, he applied to the town clerk and to Mr. Crosthwaite, 
the chairman, both verbally and in writing, to be allowed to see any objection put in 
to his nomination .paper, but this was refused. The written objection was not produced 
to us. 

Kv. 8M7. It appeared that at first there were not any objections to any of the nomination 
papers, and it was stated that Mr. Crosthwaite, the presiding officer there, himself wrote 
and signed an objection to Mr. Perrin’s nomination papers. The ground of objection 
Ev.30i5-3020. was stated to be, that the same individual had signed the nomination paper of each 
candidate as one of the assentors. Mr. Crosthwaite then as presiding officer ruled in 
favour of his own objection-, rejected Mr. Perrin’s nomination paper as irregular, and 
declared himself and Mr. Donovan duly elected. There was no evidence, at any time, 
to show which nomination paper had been first hr last signed by the assentor in question. 

We have every reason to believe that great advantages are likely to ensue to the 
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ratepayers of Kingstown from the holding of this Inquiry and the matters brought to 
light at it, which will appear from the statements of Mr. Myles Kelly and Mr. Reilly, 
two of the Commissioners, set forth at questions 3040 and 3041, and that of Mr. 
Barrett, the Chairman of the Commissioners, set out at question 3043. 

After holding our inquiry at Kingstown, we received a letter from the town clerk 
requesting us to append hereto a report made to the Town Commissioners, on the 22nd 
day of May, 1877, by Mr. Doyle, the town surveyor, with reference to the state of tne 
sewerage works, and we have accordingly done so. (See Appendix No. 1, page 113.) 


Kingstown. 

Ev. 3040-41- 
43. 


Appendix 
No. 3. 


E. B. LAWLESS. (Seal) 

WM. A. EXHAM. (Seal.) 


7th July, 1877. 

H. A. Robinson, 

Acting as Secretary. 


DALKEY. 


Balmy adopted the lighting provisions of the Towns Improvement Act of 1854, on 
the 26th August, 1863, but not any other. The number of the Commissioners has 
always been twelve. In 1 867 they obtained an Act (the 30 & 31 Vic., c. 134) by which 
the Commissioners were incorporated, and powers were given to them to appomt officers, 

and to make rates, borrow money, and levy tolls. » 

The municipal area comprises 572 acres, and the valuation of the rateable property of 
the township for last year amounted to the sum of £12,534, which was an increase of 
£287 5s. from that of the previous year. , , , 

The population increased from 2,084 in 1871 to 3,167, according to a census taken by 

the town clerk, on the 31st August, 1875. _ _ . , . ,, , i • 

The only property possessed by the Commissioners is a bathing place -m the township, 
the fee of which they purchased on the 18th March, 1870, for a sum of £350, which was 
paid for out of the rates, and is rent free, and they are also lessees of the town hall 
for a term of 150 years, at a rent of £15 a year, and for which they also paid out of 
the fates a fine of £150. There is a garden attached to the tpwn hall, which the Com- 
missioners let at a rent of £6 a year, but they do not derive any revenue from the 

ba The g otherlncome of the Commissioners is derived from rates, the dog tax, interest i 
on Government stock derived from the sinking fund account, and a .few small miscella- 
neous items, the whole of which amounted for their financial year ending 31st December 
1876 to the sum of £2,060 16s. Id. For particulars of all this income see account of 
receipts for year ending 31st December, 1876, Appendix No. 2, page 123. 

The expenditure during the same year amounted to the sum of £->,628 1 0s. 7d. L or 

particulars thereof see Appendix No. 2, page 123. QO . K/7 . 

P The amount of uncollected rates at the end of the last year was £682 4s. 5 d., while 
the debt due to the bank at the same period was £567 14s. 6d, so ffefc even supposing 
the whole of that rate to be collected the Commissioners had available only a little 
over £100 to pay the debts which they owe for lighting the town, and other matters 

beddes cui P town amounts to a large sum, as the last payment for lighting 

appears in the aJount for the year ending December, 1875, when they took credit for 
a sum of £124 2s. 6d. as a payment to the Alliance Gas Company for gas to 31st 
December, 1873, and three years gas must be due up to the 31sb December last. They 
also owe a large sum to the Dublin Corporation for the water supply, as they paid in 
the year endilg 31st December, 1875, a sum of £240 7s 

December, 1873, since which they paid on the 16 th August, 1876, a sum i of £179^8^, 
which is the only sum paid on that account for the three years ^ 

The Commissioners struck and levied the following rates on ^24^ May, 1876 . _ 
A township rate of Is. 5 d., under the 42nd section of the Dalkey Township Ac 0 of 1 867 , 
a sinking rate of Is. 2d., under the 51st section of the same Act; 

the 43rd section of same Act, and a 6d. sewer rate, under the Sanitary Act of 1S74, 
and having regard to the state of their finances, there does not appear to be any chance 
of their being able to strike lower rates. 


Ev. 2, 28. 
Ev. 4, 5. 
Er. 8. 

Ev. 9. 


Ev. 10. 
Ev. 11. 


Ev. 12, 13. 
Ev. 16-25. 


Ev. 31, 3 
Ev. 37. 


Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



Er. 77. 
Er. 78. 
Ev. 79. 
Et. 80. 
Ev. 84. 
E,v. 85. 

Ev. 42. 


Ev. 44. 
Ev. 127. 


Ev. 83, 84. 
Ev. 111-113. 
Ev. 160-167. 
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The Commissioners have power under the 47th section of the Act, to borrow a sum f 
£4,000 on each of the rates, that is to say— the township rate, the piers rate and th 
water rate ; but the amount of the entire sum to be borrowed is not to exceed £10 orm 
They have exercised this power to the extent of £7,500, by borrowing sums of £2 Ton 
on the security of each of those rates. The first £2,500 was borrowed in March Iraq 
from the Hibernian Bank, at five per cent, interest on the security of the townshin rat? 
and they have set apart an annual sinking fund as provided by the Act towards its re- 
payment, which now amounts to the sum of £416 13s. id. Government new three ner 
cent, stock. In May, 1867, they also borrowed from the same bank £2,500 on the 
security of the piers and harbour rate at the same interest, and the sinking fund on that 
n , n 7 a3 ° d , ul y mve sted in the purchase of stock, now amounting to the sum of 
£413 13s. id. Under the 44th section of the private Act, they, were empowered to 
strike a rate not to exceed Is. in the pound, for the purpose of making piers and land- 
ings within the township, according to the plans and sections lodged pursuant to the 
standing orders of the Houses of Parliament. They have never struck any such rate 
because, as the town clerk said, it would be illegal to do so, as they had not constructed 
the specified works, yet they have borrowed the money and must have paid the interest 
on it up to the present out of other funds not legally applicable thereto. The 
particulars, however, cannot be ascertained as no separate account of the different rates 
is kept, and the payments are made indiscriminately out of the general funds. The town 
clerk, however, stated that separate accounts were to be kept for the future, as the 
auditor had required them to do so. If this be done, it is difficult to see how the 
mteieston this loan is to be paid, if the Commissioners cannot levy a rate to meet it. 
What was done with the principal of the loan cannot be ascertained further than that 
the town clerk stated it was spent on making the Coolemore harbour, on which- no sum 
has been expended for several years until last year, when £16 5s. was expended in 
building a boat-slip. It appears that all the books of the Commissioners containing 
the accounts of their receipts and expenditure on account of loans and income during 
the years 1868, 1869, and 1870', have been long since lost, and we understood him to 
assign this as a reason for his not being able to give any detailed account of the 
expenditure of this loan. ° J 

The third sum of £2,500 was borrowed on the 9th January, 1871, from Mr. John 
l!T n f ’ at •.?!? P er . cen fo to be reduced to 5 per cent, in case the interest was paid 
■ = U o ar ,\ ^thm a fixed time. This has not been done, and consequently the full 
interest has been paid. A sinking fund has been also set apart to pay off this loan, 
amounts to £333 6s., Government new 3 per cent, stock. 

, L r Commissioners do not capitalize the dividends received out of these sinking 
+W i • St ° Ck ' r ®? eive them as they become due, and apply them as a part of 
li® LS 3neral . mc ° m f The Commissioners still owe about £800to the contractors for laying 
t tk n rma ^ S, . but tde y have obtained powers to borrow this sum to pay off the debt 
I he Commissioners some time since incurred a debt of £500 in opposing in Parliament 
bj th ® Kingstown Town Commissioners as private individuals, for the 
Thi? U?ll b T? n ! ? be seMra o e of Kingstown into Dalkey and discharging it there. 
Ihis Bih was defeated, and the costs of the opposition have been nearly paid in full by 

the Commissioners out of the rates. 

Commissioners have lately appointed a town surveyor at a salary of £25 a year, 
whose duty it will be to inspect the township once a week, attend the meetings of the 
r^ S1 ° nerS A ai?d re P orfc *° them .on the state of the township. It is to be hoped that 
care of the roads 611 " resu lt in having more attention paid to the scavenging and 

W& r ca ^ ed t° the conduct of the Commissioners in not enforcing from 
ra t0r ° f th ® ra tf and his sureties the amount of his defalcations, which 
Mr Finis ’° . 6 SU J n °J 18s. lc ^- The particulars as to this matter will appear in 
v ' 9 72 1 e E,° rt the 23rd February, 1877, which we set out in the Appendix, 

i ‘ • 2 ,Z e a PP ears also to be a sum of £231 11s. 6d. for uncollected arrears 

Zl h J r? ?i COimt for i be yf ar 1875 > but whether the collector actually received that 
^baanot been ascertained up to the present. The Commissioners are now trying 
town nlo tv/? having put the _ collection of these arrears into the hands of the 
whor. ' if 1 - 1 ' ^ U i e caded attention to the action of some of the Commissioners 
and fought the conduct of this defaulting collector before the Board, 

i vi A. 1 his advice had been then adopted this collector could not have acted 
ra f r -^urke wished to give his opinion as to an alteration in the law as 
sXevidence ° f T0WB Commis sioners for Dalkey, but we declined to hear any 

The sanitary condition of -Dalkey does not appear to be sufficiently attended to. 
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Under the 3rd section of the Public Health Act of 1874, the Commissioners are the dalket. 
urban sanitary authority, notwithstanding that the population is under 6, COO. The Ev. 14, 16. 
town clerk acts as sub-sanitary and executive sanitary officer, at a salary of £15 a year, Ev. 54, 56. 
but no salary is paid by the Commissioners to the '-sanitary officer. He is, however, Ev. 74 . 
also their consulting sanitary officer, for which they have arranged to pay him at a rate 
of 10s. for each time he attends the meeting of the Commissioners. Complaints appear 
to have been made with respect to the sanitary officer, Dr. Mayne, in not reporting 
nuisances ; and resolutions were passed in relation thereto, which will be found at ques- Ev . 193 - 198 . 
tions 192 and 195. By the latter resolution he was required to inspect and report on 
alleged nuisances within twenty-four hours. This he refused to do, alleging that he was 
only bound to do so “ as soon as may be.” The Commissioners then applied to the Local Ev. 199. 
Government Board on the matter, but they declined to interfere. At the time the 
former resolution was passed, sickness was prevailing in the part ol the township in ey. 195. 
which the executive sanitary officer had served notices of their existence on the sanitary 
officer, which were not reported on by him, in consequence of which the nuisances 
continued for some, as the sub-sanitary officer could not act. Here, as in many other Ey. 186. 
places, no book appears to be kept of the reports made with respect to nuisances, the 
order of the Commissioners made thereon, or any record to show whether they have been 
abated or not. There is not any hospital within the township, nor is any disinfecting appa- 
ratus provided, although there were several cases of scarlatina reported, and orders were ey. 224-225.. 
made for the disinfecting of the. houses in which they occurred. Mr. Burke, who had Bv . 229. 
been chairman of Town Commissioners for years, however, stated that as chairman of 
the dispensary committee, he was able to state that there was not any contagious 
disease in the township district in March last. The sewerage is insufficient and defec- ey. 176-228. 
tive, there not being any system, and in many cases the sewers are placed at too high 
a level to drain the adjoining houses, in consequence of which many houses are provided 
with cesspools, the overflow from some of which flows over the public roads. The 
Commissioners have expended in sewerage works, since the year 1870, a sum of only Ey. 177. 
£47 14s. 3d., while they have paid within the same period a sum of £190 to an engineer 
for plans and specifications for a system of main drainage ; and they intend to borrow Ev. 17G-179, 
and expend £4,000 on those works. The Commissioners have- the management of all Ev.m 
the roads in the township under the 11th section of their private Act, but the condition 
of the roads and the scavenging of the town is certainly not properly attended to. Their Ev.6G. 
whole staff consists of only three men, and horses are provided on Saturdays for carts Ev. 230-284. 
owned by the Commissioners to remove the sweepings of the streets collected during the ev. 237. 
week ; and one district was admitted not to have been cleaned for two months. They ey. 238-243. 
neglect entirely to scavenge Vico-road on the ground that it is a private road, although 
it is within the township, and the houses on it pay all the rates, and the Commissioners 
have themselves laid gas and water mains along the entire road. Close to this road ev. 255-263. 
there is a bathing place, for the site of which, as before stated, £350 was paid. The 
sum of £13 195. 6d. was spent on the site in 1870, but nothing more has been since spent 
there. The bathing place was in fact destroyed by the sea years ago, and was described 
as being now a public nuisance, from the manner in which men exposed themselves when 
bathing there in the sight of ladies and others walking on the road, but the Commis- 
sioners have not taken any steps to abate it, although they inspected it in a body some 
time since, and were satisfied, from such inspection, that what they saw going on there 
should be prevented. 


E. B. LAWLESS. (Seal.) 

WM. A. EXHAM. (Seal.) 


7 th July, 1877. 

H. A. Robinson, 

Acting as Secretary. 
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MINUTES OE EVIDENCE. 


KINGSTOWN.— April 5, 1877. 

(Before Mr. Commissioner Lawless, q.c., and Mr. Commissioner Exham, Q.c.) 


Kingstown. 
April s , 1877. 


Mr. Robert James Ennis examined. 


Mr. Robert 
James Ennis. 


1. Mr. Lawless. — Are you tlie town clerk of the 
township of Kingstown 1 — Yes. 

2. How long have you been town clerk? — Since 
November, 1866. 

3. Under what Act of Parliament are the Kings- 
town Commissioners appointed? — The principal Act is 
the 17th and 18th Tic., cap. 103 ; the Towns Improve- 
ment (Ireland) Act, 1854. 

4. When was that Act adopted in K i n gstown ? — 
In March, 1855 ; the year after it was passed — The 
next Act is the Kingstown Improvement Act, 1861. 
(24 & 25 Vic., c. 118.) 

5. By that Act, were the powers of the Grand Jury 
over the roads and bridges in the township transferred 
to the Kingstown Town Commissioners? — Yes ; the 
Towns Improvement Act was adopted in its entirety. 

6. Under the Kingstown Improvement Act, 1861 
did the Kingstown Town Commissioners acquire power 
to make rates ? — Yes ; a road rate not to exceed Is. 6cZ. 
in the pound, except under certain conditions ; by call- 
ing a public meeting of the ratepayers and getting 
their consent the rates could be increased by Is. 

7. It was not to exceed 2s. GrZ. in the pound in any 
case ? — Just so ; we have never yet exceeded Is. 6 d. 

8. I believe that by that Act the Commissioners 
were empowered to make a rate for the purpose of pay- 
ing the expenses of obtaining the Act?— -Yes. 

9. And also to pay a portion of the baronial and 
county charges? — Yes. 

10. And then for the repairs and maintenance of 
the roads and bridges in the township ? — Yes. 

11. And there was special power given them to give 
compensation to the late baronial cess collector and the 
late secretary? — Yes. 

12. And provision was also made by that Act by 
which the amount of contribution to county charges 
could be ascertained by the warrant of the finance 
committee of the County Dublin Grand Jury? — Yes. 

13. What was the next Act? — The Township of 
Kingstown Improvement Act, 1869 (32 and 33 Vic., 
c. 133.) 

14. Were the Town Commissioners incorporated 
under that Act? — They were. 

15. Was the town of Kingstown divided into wards ? 
— Previous to the passing of the Act of 1869, it had 
been divided into two wards, but by the Act of 1869 
it was divided into four wards. 

1 6. What are the names of those four wards ? — N o. 1 , 
Glasthule Ward ; No. 2, Kingstown East Ward ; No. 3, 
Kingstown West Ward ; and No. 4,Monkstown Ward. 

17. What is the number of Town Commissioners 
altogether? — Previous to the Act of 1869 the num- 
ber was eighteen. The Act of 1869 increased the 
number to twenty-one, at which it still continues. 

18. How are these Commissioners returned by the 
different wards? How many are returned by Glas- 
thule ward ? — The first three wards return six each, 
and the fourth ward returns three. That is, Glasthule 
six ; Kingstown East six ; Kingstown West six ; and 
Monkstown three. 

19. What is the qualification of electors by the Act 
of 1869 ? — The holding of premises rated at .£4 and 
upwards, the same as under the Act of 1854— -it was 
not changed since that Act of 1854; or being the 
immediate lessor of premises valued at£50and upwards. 

20. What is the qualification of a Commissioner? 
, — Under the Act of 1854 the qualification was fixed 


at £12 as a rated occupier, or £50 as immediate lessor j 
but by the Act of 1869 it was changed to £25 as a 
rated occupier, or £50 as immediate lessor. 

21. Were there provisions in that Act binding the 
Corporation of Dublin to supply Kingstown with 
water? — There were provisions to that effect. 

22. What payment was to be made by the Kings- 
town Commissioners for that supply? — 5 cZ. in the 
pound on the valuation of the township ; levied under 
the 60th section of the Act of 1854. 

23. Did the Kingstown Commissioners acquire 
power under that Act to borrow money on the security 
of the rate? — They did; to the extent of £16,000, at 
interest not exceeding five per cent., and they were 
bound to provide a sinking fund of one-fortieth, so 
that the entire sum should be paid off in forty years 
from the date of borrowing. This was to be provided 
for by a sinking fund rate ; but that was to be part of 
the rate I have mentioned, and not an additional rate. 

24. Did the Township of Kingstown ever adopt the 
Local Government Act of 1871 ? — Yes ; that Act was 
adopted in the year 1873, at a public meeting; the 
Gazette notice will show it. We have no minutes of 
that meeting in the book of the Town Commissioners. 

25. Is there not another Act — the 37 and 38 Vic., 
chap. 167? — Yes; the Kingstown Township Extension 
Act. 

26. When was that Act passed? — In 1874. It 
gave the Commissioners additional borrowing powers 
to the extent of £3,000. It was an Act to extend the 
limits of the municipal jurisdiction. The municipal 
limits were enlarged, and the extended limits were 
brought under the operation of the Act of 1861, so as 
to exclude the control of the Grand Jury. 

27. I see that by the 25th section of that Act of 
1874, there was special provision made that the sum of 
£200 should be paid for the costs of obtaining the Act, 
and the costs of the opposition to it. (Reads section.) 
Why was that provision inserted ? — The Town Com- 
missioners knew that it was legal to oppose the pass- 
ing of that Act. 

28. Who promoted the Act ? — Outsiders ; not mem- 
bers of the board. In fact the residents of the now ex- 
tended district promoted this bill, in order to become 
part of the township of Kingstown, and they naturally 
had in the usual costs clause in the bill. The Town 
Commissioners objected to the bill, and to that clause 
amongst other things. 

29. Did the Commissioners petition against the 
bill 1 — Yes ; to secure a locus standi, and they got the 
promoters of the bill to pay the greater portion of the 
costs, they merely contributing the sum of £200 
towards its carriage. It did not go before a committee, 
it passed as an unopposed measure ultimately. 

30. I find that the most material provision of the 
Provisional Order dated 1874, and confirmed by the 
Act of Parliament, is that which gives power to the 
Commissioners to borrow an additional sum of 
£10,000? — Yes ; for internal drainage. 

31. So that the borrowing powers of the Commis- 
sioner's under the Acts you have mentioned, enabled 
them to borrow £29,000? — Yes. 

32. Do the Corporation of Dublin exercise or 
rilnim to exercise any power of control over the town- 
ship of Kingstown? — No; except that they retain 
the power to deliver water to any district outside the 
township of Kingstown that can be supplied by the 


Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



18 LOCAL GOVERNMENT AND TAXATION INQUIRY COMMISSION (IRELAND). 


Kingstown. 
April 5, 1877. 

Mr. Robert 
•Tames Ennis. 


pipes of the township ; they use the water mains of the 
Commissioners within the township to deliver water to 
parties outside the township. 

33. Do the Grand Jury of the county Dublin 
exercise or claim to exercise any power or control 
within the township of Kingstown 1 — No. 

34. Can you tell me what is the area of the Kings- 
town township at present — as extended by the last 
Act ? — It was 910 acres ; and it has been extended to 
1,450 acres. 

35. Can you give me the population ? — The popula- 
tion in 1871 of the extended township was 17,500 ; in 
the year 1841, so far as I can make out from some 
blue books in my possession, the population was about 
8,000; in 1851 it was up to 10,000; in 1861 to 
14,000, and in 1871 to 17,500. 

36. Can you give me the valuation of the extended 
township i — At present the gross valuation in round 
numbers is £72,000 ; in the year 1870, the valuation 
in round numbers, was something under £60,000 ; in 
1860 it was £44,800, and in 1851 £29,500. The 
valuation of the recently added area was about £3,500. 

37. Do the Kingstown Commissioners possess any 
property of any kind 1 — No. 

38. Does this house or premises in which we are 
sitting belong to them 1 — No ; they only rent it. 

39. For what term ? — Three years. 

40. What yearly rent do they pay for it ? — £65 a 
year ; we also rent the market-yards where the goods 
are weighed and tolls charged on the weighing. 

41. What rent is paid for the market-yard 1 — £30 
a year ; the market-yard is also used as a store. 

42. Do you receive any income from that market- 
yard 1 — Yes ; we receive £8 8s. -for one stall, and we 
also receive the tolls which of course vary. We also 
get 3s. a week for another place, and 26s. a year for a 
small office. 

43. What are the tolls 1 — Very trifling indeed ; they 
are charges for weighing hay and straw, which is 
afterwards sold to persons in the township. 

44. Under what authority do the Commissioners 
levy those tolls ? — Under the general provisions of the 
Act of 1854. 

45. Are those tolls which you have mentioned, the 
only receipts of that nature received by the Commis- 
sioners? Do they receive any others?— No. 

46. Can you give me the number of voters in each 
ward ? — I can furnish it. 

47. Mr. Exham. — What is the valuation of the 
wards? — Monkstown Ward is £12,500; Kingstown 
East is £21, 60S 10s. ; Kingstown West is £20,376 5s.; 
Glasthule is £15,183 ; gas mains, £837 ; water mains, 
£563. 

48. Mr. Lawless. — What officers are employed by 

the Kingstown Commissioners? — There is myself, 
town clerk 

49. You may mention the salary paid to each at 
the same time ? — Very well ; my salary is £200 a year 
as ordinary salary, and £50 a year additional as 
executive sanitary officer ; the next officer is the town 
surveyor, who has a salary of £250 a year ; and then 
the collector, who is paid a poundage fee of 5 d. Then 
there is the nuisance inspector, £52 a year ; consult- 
ing sanitary officer, £50 a year; and sub-sanitary 
officer, Duffy, £S9 9s. 4 d. The nuisance inspector 
already mentioned is also sub-sanitary officer at 
£6 10s. a year, in addition to the salary above stated. 
There is also a market clerk, who is also store-keeper, 
at a salary of £6 5 a year, and a water inspector at £7 8 
a year. 

50. Are those all the officers employed by the Town 
'Commissioners ? — Yes. 

51. You mentioned a consulting sanitary officer. 
Is there not a sanitary officer ?— 1 There are two 
medical sanitary officers for the district, but they are 
both paid by the Board of Guardians. 

52. Do they make their reports to the Town Com- 
missioners? — Yes. In the case of all the sanitary 
officers, except the nuisance inspector, the Treasury 
pays one half of the salaries. 


53. Besides those already mentioned, do the Town 
Commissioners employ any other staff? — Yes ; there is 
a foreman scavenger, carters, scavengers, lamp-lighters 
house-keeper, and messengers. 

54. Mr. Exham. — You say you have no separate 
sanitary officers of your own — can you say what pro- 
portion of their salaries is paid by the Board of Guar- 
dians. Is it thrown on the entire district?— The 
dispensary officers were appointed by the Local Govern- 
ment Board under a sealed order, as medical sanitary 
officers, for which they get £20 a year additional. It 
is the same way in every town in Ireland that I know of. 

55. Of course the Town Commissioners here are the 
urban sanitary authority ? — Yes, they are. 

56. Mr-. Lawless. — Do the Kingstown Town Com- 
missioners light the town ? — Yes. 

57. Who supplies the gas ? — The Alliance Gas Com- 
pany of Dublin; they have special works in Kingstown. 

58. What is the rate at which the company charge 
for the gas ? — Until the year 1874 we paid them £3 7s. 
per lamp per annum, the plant being our own — the 
lamps belonging to the Commissioners ; under an 
agreement made in 1874 we pay them the same rate 
per thousand cubic feet as the general public pay, only 
deducting twelve and a half per cent. The present 
charge is 5s. per 1,000 cubic feet, less that twelve and 
a half per cent. Five per cent, of the twelve and a 
half per cent, being an allowance for all the plant — 
lamp posts, <fcc., that belong to the Commissioners. 

59. Is that contract made for one year? — It was made 
for three years only ; it will expire this year ; it was 
made in the year 1874. 

60. Have you got the agreement? — I have it in the 
office. 

61. By whom are the lamps kept in repair ? — By the 
Town Commissioners. 

62. By whom are any additional lamps required 
supplied ? — By the Town Commissioners ; we have 
everything to do with the maintenance and repairing 
of the plant. 

63. You already mentioned that the town is supplied 
with water by the Corporation of Dublin, under the 
provision of one of your Acts of Parliament? — Yes. 

64. Mr. Exham. — When did they first begin to 
supply it? — In the year 1870. 

65. Mr. Lawless. — By whom are the roads and 
streets in Kingstown kept? — By the Town Commis- 
sioners, except the Harbour road, which is kept by the 
Harbour Commissioners. 

60. Do the Grand Jury of the county Dublin do 
any part of that work in the town ? — They do nothing 
at all in the town. 

67. By whom is the scavenging of the town done? 
— By the Commissioners. 

68. What rates do the Commissioner's now levy ? — 
The last rate made was struck on Monday last, the 
2nd April ; it was the largest rate we have yet levied, 
and is as follows : — An improvement rate, under the 
60th section of the Act of 1 854, of Is. 5 d. in the pound ; 
a road rate, under the Kingstown Improvement Act, 
1861, of Is. 6 d. in the -pound ; a sewer rate, under the 
Public Health Act, to repay principal and interest of 
the £10,000 already referred to of 2d. in the pound. 
These make a total levy of 3s. Id. in the pound. The 
highest rate previously made was 2s. lid. 

69. What does tire improvement rate of Is. 5d. ur 
the pound produce? — I estimate that it will produce 
£4,590. 

70. How much will the road rate produce ? — £4.860. 

71 . And the sewer rate ? — It will produce over £540. 

72. Can you give me the exact amount it will pro- 
duce ? — Not within a few pounds. 

73. At what time of the year are those rates struck ? 
— The time varies between the months of March, April, 
and May. We struck the rates this year on the 2nd 
April. 

74. At what time does your financial year end? 
With the natural year — the 31st December. 

75. By whom are these rates collected? — By the 
rate collector appointed for that purpose by the Board. 
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76. How is lie paid? — By a poundage of 5d. 

77. Does the collector give any security ? — He gives 
security to the extent of £500. 

78. In what way ? — Formerly he gave it in the shape 
of a bond — by himself and two others ; now the exist- 
ing security is that given by means of a fidelity policy 
of the Guarantee Society. 

79. Is there not any bond at all ? — No. 

80. Does he give his own bond ? — No ; the Guar- 
antee Society guarantee the Commissioners to the 
extent of £500. 

81. Have the Town Commissioners a treasurer? — 
No. 

82. "Where do they keep their banking account? — 
In the National bank, which has a branch at 
Kingstown. 

83. Practically the bank is the treasurer ? — Yes. 

84. Are there any rules or regulations by which the 
rate collector is obliged to lodge his receipts at any 
particular intervals of time ? — Yes ; he lodges weekly. 

85. Is he obliged to do so by a lule of the Commis- 
sioners ? — Yes ; by a rule of the Board. 

86. Does he as a matter of fact comply with that 
regulation ? — He makes weekly returns, and lodges his 
receipts weekly. 

87. To whom does he make the i-ebums ? — To the 
Commissioners ; I check the return every week. 

88. Are the ^auk-book and the returns submitted to . 
the Commissioners weekly ; how often do the Commis- 
sioners meet? — The finance committee is called together 
weekly. 

89. Is the collector’s return, as checked by you, and 
the bank-book submitted to the finance committee ? — 
Yes ; they are placed on the table before the finance 
committee. 

90. Is it generally examined by the committee? — It 
is, frequently. 

91. Will you tell me how payments are made ? — By 
cheque only. 

92. Do you happen to have the bank pass-book here ? 
— Yes. (Bank-book produced.) 

93. When you are about to make a payment is the 
matter brought before the finauce committee ? — The 
abstract-book is filled, showing the names of the parties 
to whom payments are to be made, the nature of the 
account, and the amount, and placed before the chair- 
man. When the account has been examined by the 
finance committee, and reason shown that it should be 
paid, a cheque for the amount is filled up by me, which 
is signed by the chairman, two of the members of the 
committee, and by me as town clerk, and then handed 
to the party in whose favour it is drawn. 

94. Is there any particular form of lodgment-book ? 
— No, only the docket produced on the bank form. At 
each meeting of the finance committee I have the pass- 
book filled up. The lodgment is made weekly, and I 
send down the bank-book weekly, and have the amount 
entered in it. 

95. I see some very small sums entered as lodgments 
in the bank-book — here is one item of 6s. ? — You will 
see some as low sis 2d. 

96. A re those small sums lodged by the rate collector ? 
— No, they are miscellaneous receipts. 

97. Mr. Ex ham. — How is it that you do not keep 
separate accounts at the bank ? Do you not keep a 
separate account for the improvement rate? — No ; they 
are all lodged together. 

98. But you have no right to apply any portion of 
the improvement rate to the payment of the road rate ? 
— A great many sums on ike estimates must be 
divided between both of the rates. I could not, for 
iustauce, draw a cheque against the improvement rate 
for a portion of my salary, and against the road rate 
for the rest of it. We find it answers best to have 
these two rates laid together, but- we take care when 
makingtlie estimates to keep them distinct and separate. 

99. Mr. Lawless. — I find in this balance-sheet for 
the twelve months ending the 31st December, 1876, 
that you represent £58 3s. 2d. as arrears outstanding? 
— No, we have no arrears outstanding for 1876. 


100. Then you have struck off £58 3s. 2d. ? — Yes, Kisgsiow*. 

as irrecoverable- Apr ils, \ «n. 

101. By whom are these irrecoverable rates ascer- Mr . - Roljert 
tained and struck oil'?— The collector has to make out jame-i Ennis, 
his returns ; he shows all the collections ; he is debited 

at the commencement of the year with the full amount 
of his warrant, and has to aecouut for that amount. 

At the end of the year he gives in the name of each 
person from whom he cannot recover the rates, and the 
Commissioners go into his reasons, and if they are 
satisfied that they could not be recovered they strike 
off the amount as irrecoverable. If not, they call on 
the collector to give an explanation. 

102. Mr. Exham. — I see that Mr. Finlay, in his 
report, calls attention to a small matter of £1 3s. 4 d. 1 — 

Yes. 

103. Mr. Lawless. — -Does the collector make a return 
of 'the rates he has not recovered, and is it then dis- 
cussed whether or not they are to be considered as 
irrecoverable ? — Yes. 

104. By what committee or by whom is that duty 
done? — It is the finauce committee does it ; but they 
have to- submit them decision to the full meeting of the 
Board. 

105. Mi% Exham. — Mr. Finlay, in his last report 
calls attention to a declaration which turned out to 
be untrue, and the Commissioners had the means of 
knowing that it was untrue to say that the premises 
were not occupied. It appears that the collector allowed 
that untrue statement to be acted upon ? — I previously 
gave an explanation as regards that. As a matter of fact, 
the premises were unoccupied though the rate was paid. 

106. It is very curious that you should be able to 
state that now when the explanation was not given to 
Mr. Finlay. Mr. Fiulay says in his report — 

“It was objected to at the audit that on a former occasion the 
sum of £1 3s. id., arrears of rate on a stable, the property of a 
member of the Hoard , and which was let to another mem bor to enable 
him to complete his qualification for the office of Commissioner, and 
for which stable he was accordingly rated, was declared irrecoverable 
by the Commissioners, on receipt of a declaration of non-occupancy 
in the usual form: On inquiry into the matter, it was quite apparent 
that the rate should have been collected, and on my expressing an 
opinion to tliat effect, tlio amount was at once paid by the rated 
occupier. It was alleged that the declaration was made by the 
owner through mistake.” 

Yon say now that it was not a mistake. You say 
the declaration was true. Have you got the minutes 
of the meeting of the finance committee relating to this 
matter? ' 

Mr. Barrett (Chairman of the Town Commissioners). 

— We have no other way of knowing what rates are 
irrecoverable except by receiving declarations ; nor bas 
the rate collector any other way of knowing. 

Witness. — I’ll produce the list of exemptions for 
that year, and here is a rough draft of the explanation 
I gave. 

107. According to Mr. Finlay there must have been 
two members of the board cognizant of the fact? — Of 
the finance committee. 

108. Of the board he calls it. How many mem- 
bers are there on the finance committee? — Three, 
generally. 

109. If that be so then two out of the three must 
have known about it. This is not a question of 
£1 3s. id. it is a question of principle. 

110. Mr. Lawless. — I find here from the. minute 
book that the secretary was ordered to examine into 
the exemptions and to report to the finance committee, 
and on the 9th December, there is the following : — 

“The secretary reported that he had examined the 
collector’s list of exemptions and found the same correct; 
the committee accordingly adopted the statement.” 

111. "Who was the secretary? — I was. 

112. Do you act as secretary to all- the committees? 

—Yes. 

113. Have you got the declaration? — Yes. 

114. I think it would be well to produce those 
documents. (List of exemptions produced.) 

115. Mr. Exham. — "Until Mr. Finlay brought this 
matter to light was anything heard of it ? — No. 
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116. Mr. Lawless. — Who makes these declarations ? 
— The parties who claim to he exempted from the 
payment of the rates. 

117. Mr. Exham. — Do they make declarations un- 
less they are specially required to do sol — The collector 
must submit a declaration for every case in which he 
does not produce the money in payment of the rates. 

118. Mr. Lawless. — What is the collector’s name! 
— John Redmond. 

119. Mr. Exham. — The valuation of the stable was 
£8, and the amount allowed was £1 3s. Ad., rates for 
twelve months. The declaration of the owner was as 
follows : — 

“I John Crosthwaite do solemnly and sincerely declare that the 
premises herein described have been empty, unremunerative, unfur- 
nished and unoccupied, save by a caretaker, from 1st January, 1875, 
to 14th December, 1S75." 

This declai'ation appears to have been made on the 
30th November, 1875, before Mr. Barrett. The curious 
part of the matter is that the gentleman made a declara- 
tion on the 30th November, 1875, that the premises 
were unoccupied on the 14th December, 1875. If it 
is the case that a gentleman who is a member of the 
board, and who is the owner of a stable lets that stable 
to a gentleman whose qualification as a Commissioner 
would be otherwise insufficient, and if the first gentle- 
man makes a declaration of non-occupancy, and if the 
Act of Parliament attaches a penalty to a false declara- 
tion, would not the best way of testing the matter be 
to prosecute the person who made the declaration ? — 
Perhaps I had better read the explanation. 

120. Is that an explanation by Mr. Crosthwaite, 
who made the declaration? — It is an explanation 
given by me so far as I know of the matter. 

121. I should like to hear an explanation given 
by the person who made the declaration, it being Mr. 
Finlay's expressed view that so far from its being un- 
let, it was let to another Town Commissioner to enable 
him to complete his qualification as a Town Commis- 
sioner ? — There is a furthur paragraph in the report 
which also requires explanation. 

122. Mr. Lawless. — First tell me has the £1 3s. Ad. 
been paid in ? — It was lodged at the request of the 
auditor. I will just read you my explanation : — 

“A small house built a good ninny years ago’’ 

123. Where is the house situated? — In Crosthwaite- 
park. (Continues reading) — 

“liut never having been occupied, there was an annual declara- 
tion made under the 60th section of the Towns Improvement Act, 
X854, and the rate was accordingly written off. It appears that a 
gentleman about to be a candidate for the office of Commissioner 
would not have been able to retain his seat at the board owing to the 
premises in his occupation being valued at only £20, the minimum 
qualification being £25, and to remedy this he agreed with the 
owner of the house above mentioned to become his tenant for the 
said house, thus amending his qualification.” 

1 24. Mr. Exham. — Can you give me the date of this 
gentleman’s becoming a candidate for the office of Com- 
missioner? — I think it must be about three years ago. 
(Resumes reading explanation) — 

11 As a matter of fact it would appear that actual occupation in 
any way never took place — and the owner at the end of the year 
(who is the possessor of a great number of houses, and every year 
makes several declarations of unoccupied houses), overlooking, or 
most probably forgetting the circumstances of the case, made (as 
he had each year previously been in the habit of doing), a declara- 
tion along with some others exempting the house from liability to 
the payment of the rates.” 

125. I wish you to stop there. The intended Town 
Commissioner wanted £5 added to his rating in order 
to make up his qualification for a Town Commissioner. 
What rent was he required to pay for this place? — I 
cannot tell you that. 

126. Was the rent ever paid, and what was the 
amount of it, and who was the caretaker referred to ? 
There must have been two arranging parties to a 
matter of this kind, and I should like to know who 
was the caretaker ? — I should finish the paragraph I 
was reading. (Reads) — 

‘ The Commissioner who had become tenant knew nothing of 
the matter and never was applied to for the rates, but when the case 


was brought up before the auditor the amount was at once handed 
in by this Commissioner.” 

127. Can you tell me is it a fact that on two pre- 
vious occasions Mr. Crosthwaite made a similar decla- 
ration ? — There was an exemption made for him on 
several occasions. 

128. Did these particular premises, at the time they 
were exempted from rates as unoccupied and unpro- 
ductive, constitute portion of the qualification of the 
intended Town Commissioner ? — No, not for the en- 
tire time. 

129. Was it done in 1S74? — I do not think the 
gentleman was a Commissioner in 1874. 

130. How long was this qualification made use of? 
— I cannot tell you. 

131. Was it for 1876 ? — It was for 1875. 

132. Was it for 1876 also? — I think so. 

133. Did he continue a Commissioner on the same 
qualification, and if so, was there a declaration of non- 
occupancy in 1876? — The rate was paid in 1876. 
There was a question brought before the auditor about 
it in 1875, hut nothing was done, and hi 1876 all the 
rates were paid. 

134. When the matter was found out in the early 
part of 1877, Mr. Crosthwaite paid the rates? — No, 
the other gentleman. 

135. Well, then, the rated occupier? — Very well. 

136. And now I must ask you what is the name of 
the occupier? — Mr. Lagan is the gentleman. 

137. Mr. Lawless. — I see that Mr. Finlay, in his 
report, says — 

“ If the facts known to the Commissioners be at variance with the 
declaration, they ought not to be influenced by the latter” ? 

I deal with that in my explanation. (Again 
reads) — 

“ I do not know on what grounds the auditor makes the follow- 
ing statement, except that some one of the Commissioners may 
have expressed an opinion on the subject, namely — ‘ The Comniis : 
sioners appear to be under a misapprehension as to the effect and 
force of a declaration of non-occupancy ; they seem to think that 
they are bound to accept it as conclusive evidence that a tenement 
was unoccupied although they might have the evidence of their own 
souses to the contrary.’ There is no such practice at the board 
either expressed or implied, and I am aware that is quite different. 
The collector, if ho was personally aware of any declaration paper 
being at variance with the truth, would not receive it, and if the 
secretary, when checking the collector’s accounts, or if any of the 
Commissioners at the annual meeting, when such accounts are 
checked by them, were personally aware of anything incorrect in 
any of these papers, he or they would, of course, require the collector 
to explain, and if the explanation were not satisfactory the Com- 
missioners would not hesitate to have the matter set right. 

138. I find here that on the 30th November, 1875, 
the gentleman who made this declaration was himself 
chairman, and he also signs the minutes of the meet- 
ing on the 18th December, 1875. 

139. Mr. Exham. — May I ask you was it not known 
very well how this gentleman made up his qualifica- 
tion? — No; it was not necessarily known to the mem- 
bers of the finance committee. 

140. It must have been known to two of them, 
Mr. Crosthwaite and Mr. Lagan ? — I was not 
supposed to know anything about it. 

141. But how was the rating of £25 made up? Was 
it not by the additional rating given him as tenant of 
another place ? — The Commissioners cannot go into 
that. If a gentleman is elected a member of the board 
and comes in and makes the required declaration to 
the effect that he is a rated occupier to the extent of 
£25 and upwards, the matter cannot be inquired into 
by the Commissioners at all. It is open to any person 
to take what steps he may think fit, but the Commis- 
sioners, as a body, cannot inquire into it. 

142. But the rate collector was supposed to collect 
rates upon a valuation of £25 from that gentleman? 

■ — No ; the collector is not supposed to go into any 
man and say, “ You must pay rates on the full amount 
of your qualification as a Town Commissioner. I 
wish to remind you that the auditor labours under a 
mistake about the mode of receiving declarations by 
the Town Commissioners. 
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143. How does it appear he is mistaken ? — He says 

it appears to be the practice 

144. What he says is this, “They seem to think 
that they are bound to accept it as conclusive evi- 
dence that the tenement is unoccupied although they 
might have the evidence of their own senses to the 
contrary.” Now I take the meaning of that to be, 
that Mi - . Crosthwaite, who was chairman, must have 
had the evidence of his senses to show him that this 


was a sham transaction, and there must have been Kingstown. 
another member of the board who was also aware of April 5, mr. 
it— so there were two. Mr. Crosthwaite must have Mr Rnbert 
known every day he sat at the board that there was James Ennis, 
a gentleman sitting there as a member who was not 
qualified (and of course the other gentleman must 
have been aware of it himself) if the declaration was 
true in fact. 


Mr. John' Redmond examined. Mr. John 


145. Mr. Lawless. — Are you the rate collector ? — 
Yes. 

146. How long have you occupied that office ? — 

I have been collector eleven years. 

147. Do you know this particular holding ; this pro- 
perty, marked 1575 in your rate book? — Yes ; I do. 

148. "What is the name of the place 1 — Cros- 
thwaite-park. 

149. At what is it rated ? — At £8. 

150. Do you know whether or not that place is 
now occupied ? — I do not know whether it is or not 
at this present moment, but I know that it was un- 
occupied up to the end of the year and for years 
previous — that is unoccupied so far as I could see ; 
there was no person there, and the door and windows 
always fastened. 

151. What sort of place is it? — A stable. 

152. Did the warrant given to you include the 
rates assessed on those premises ? — Yes. 

153. Did you ever receive any rate with respect 
to them ? — No ; never. 

154.. To whom did you ever apply for any rate 
with respect to them? — When I did speak of it, it 
was to Mr. Crosthwaite, the owner. I had to get 
from Mr. Crosthwaite a declaration of non-occupancy, 
made before a magistrate, so as to be able to produce 
it before the Commissioners. 

155. Did you get that declaration of the non- 
cccupation of the premises by Mr. Crosthwaite ? — 
Yes ; so far as my memory serves me, but I could 
not say whether it was made by his agent or by 
himself. The declarations were sometimes made by 
his agent and. sometimes by himself. 

156. Did you ever make any application to any 
other person for the rates on that place ? — Yes. 

157. To whom?— To Mr. Lagan. 

158. When did you make that application ? — I 
finished my collection in November; I think it 
must have been early in November. 

159. Why did you make application to Mr. Lagan 
then, and not to Mr. Crosthwaite? — Because I laid 
heard that Mr. Lagan had taken the stable from 
Mr. Crosthwaite. I am employed by the Commis- 
sioners every year to make a revision of the rate book. 
In this town the residents and occupiers change very 
frequently — a great many people go away, and great 
numbers of strangers come here, and the Commissioners 
pay me for making the revision of the books, and so 
for that reason I have to inquire at every house and 
find out who the occupiers are. One purpose of this 
revision is to enable the rates to be collected, and 
another is to see who is entitled to have the franchise. 

160. Did you make any special examination of 
these premises in the year 1875 ? — No ; nothing more 
than my observation, when passing repeatedly. I 
always saw the door shut, and the grass growing 
about the place. 

161. Was Mr. Lagan a member of the body of 
Town Commisioners in the year 1875? — I think he 
was, but I won’t speak positively. 

162. Was he a member in 1874 ? — I think not. 
I won’t speak positively, for I cannot remember as I 
take very little interest in such matters. 


163. Is Mr. Lagan rated for other premises, and do 
you receive rates from him with respect to those 
other premises ? — Yes. 

164. At how much are those other premises rated? 
—At £20. 

165. Are they situated near- Crosthwaite-park 1— 
No. 

166. And did you, when you found he was connected 
with those premises in Crosthwaite-park report it to the 
secretary in order to have it put on the rate-book ? — 
Yes ; that was in 1876. 

167. When did you first hear of any agreement by 
which Mr. Lagan was to become the tenant of these 
premises? — Several months ago. I really could not 
fix the month. 

168. Is this document prepared by you (handing 
document to witness, headed “ Declarations of Commis- 
sioners”) ? — It was made by my dictation. The docu- 
ment is in my son’s handwriting; he assists me at 
home. 

169. It appears to have been sent in on the 13th 
December, 1875, and it gives this holding. No. 1575, 
as rated at £8, and in the possession of Mi - . Cros- 
thwaite? — Yes ; that was as I understood it. 

170. Mr. Exham. — Do you consider it your duty 
to see whether the gentlemen acting as Town Commis- 
sioners are rated at £25 ? — No, I do not. There is one 
thing I want to give an explanation about. There is 
a declaration there concerning this stable, which is 
dated 30th November, and yet declares the place to be 
unoccupied on the 14th December of the same year 
(the matter was referred to here). I applied to the 
Commissioners years ago, and got their permission to 
do it in that way. They, of course, are anxious that 
the collections should be completed and all the business 
done within the current year ; that the accounts of 1876, 
for instance, should not get into 1877. I said that to 
enable me to do this I should be allowed to take de- 
clarations a month prior to the year. Suppose a house 
is let at the end of the year (a thing that is not likely 
to happen in Kingstown, for a great many of the houses 
are vacant during the winter), but if it did happen, we 
would have no claim over the house, and I might as 
well take the declaration at once. Accordingly the 
Commissioners gave me permission to take declarations 
of non-occupation from the 1st December, and give 
exemptions for the whole of the year.' That explains 
it, I think. I may say further, that I fill up the prin- 
cipal portion of these declarations myself, because the 
great number of persons would not know how to do it, 
and some would not take the trouble to do it early 
enough. 

171. Do you know how many years ago it is since 
Mr. Lagan was a candidate for the office of Town 
Commissioner ? — No, I do not. 

172. I want to know how long this thing has been 
going on ? — I cannot tell. 

The Town Clerk . — Here is a resolution passed on the 
22nd January, 1875. “Resolved — That Mi - . Patrick 
Lagan be and is hereby elected a Commissioner for 
Kingstown East ward. Question put and carried 
unanimously.” 
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X-Tncstotth. 
Jpril 5, 1877. 
Mr. Ennis. 


Mr. Ennis re-called. 


173. Mr. Exham. — I -want to know does anyone, 
when a candidate is proposed, see that he has the neces- 
sary qualification. Does the candidate make a declara- 
tion l— -Yes, that he is rated at £25 and upwards. 

174. Can you get Mr. Lagan’s declaration! — Yes. 
(Declaration produced, which ran as follows) : — 

“ Declaration to lie made by Commissioners. Kingstown Improve- 
ment Act, 1851, and the Township of Kingstown Act, 1869. 

“ I, Patrick Lagan, of 10, Susnn-plnce, Kingstown, do solemnly 
declare that I will faithfully and impartially, and according to the 
best of my skill and judgment, execute all the powers and authorities 
reposed in me ns a Commissioner of the township of Kingstown by 
virtue of the above-named Acts, and also that 1 am an occupier of 
lands, tenements, and hereditaments rated to the relief of the poor 
in the said township of Kingstown, at the net annual value of £25 
sterling, and upwards; that I am of full age, and that 1 am not an 
ecclesiastic of any religious persuasion. 

“Signed, Patrick Lacan. 

.“ Taken and declared before me this 10th day of March, 1875. 

“John J. Cuosthwaite, j.r.” 
That is the usual form of declaration. 

175. Mr. Lawless. — N othing can justify a man in 
making a wrong declaration. 

176. Mr. Exham. — Who filled in that declaration ? 
— I fill in all those declarations.- 

177. Mr. Lawless. — By and to whom was the 
£1 3s. Ad. ultimately paid ? — I took it from Mr. Lagan 
and gave a receipt foy it, and lodged it to the credit of 
the Commissioners. 

178. With respect to the amount of money borrowed 
by the Town Commissioners under the powers of their 
Acts, will you tell me the sums borrowed by them, and 
the security on which they were borrowed 1 — £16,000 
were borrowed in December, 1870. 

179. Erom whom was that sum borrowed! — From 
the Patriotic Insurance Company. 

180. Was that sum borrowed under the powers of 
the Act of 1869 1— Yes. 

181. Mr. Exham. — At what rate was it borrowed! 
— We got that at five per cent, repayable by forty 
instalments, so that the whole sum should be paid off in 
forty years. 

182. Will you tell me how that £16,000 was ex- 
pended ! How much in the first place was the cost of 
that Act ! On what security was the money borrowed ! 
— On the security of the improvement rate. 

183. First of all it is as well for us to know if you 
have paid the instalments ; you should have paid off 
£2,400 now 1 — Yes ; that has been paid off. 

184. And the debt now stands at £13,600! — Yes ; 
the way the £1 6,000 has been allocated was : — the 
costs of the promoters of the Bill were in two separate 
amounts. Messrs. Anderson and Lee’s (the Dublin 
solicitors) costs were £2,797 8s. lOd . ; the costs of Mr. 
B. B. -Sharkey, the parliamentary agent for the pro- 
motion of the Bill, were £1,856 8s. 3d. ; Messrs. Casey 
and Clay’s costs for opposition to the Bill were 
£1,421 3s. 10 d. 

185. The total costs wore £6,075 0s. lid. 1 — Yes. 
The Commissioners at fire!, disputed their liability to 
pay to the solicitors employed by them the costs of the 
opposition to the Bill, but after a notice of action was 
served upon them they agreed upon a case to be stated 
under the Common Law Procedure Act ; the court was 
unanimous in saying that the Commissioners had a 
right to oppose any Bill that affected their rights, and 
that they were liable to pay the costs out of the rates. 

186. Do you say that the Commissioners were not 
the promoters of this Bill— the Act of 1869 ? — They 
were not ; it was promoted by parties outside the Com- 
missioners. . The promoters of coiu - se having got the 
costs clause in the Act the Commissioners were bound 
to pay the costs. 

187. What do you say was done with regard to the 
costs of the opposition ?— They agreed under the 
Common Law Procedure Act to have a case stated be- 
fore the Court of Common Pleas. 

188. Did Messrs. Casey and Clay, the solicitors who 
acted for the Commissioners, bring an action against 


the Commissioners ? — Well, notices were served of an 
aetion. 

189. Did Messrs. Casey and Clay act as solicitors 
for the Kingstown Town Commissioners before the 
committee ! — Yes ; they appeared for the Commis- 
sioners. This Bill was promoted not by the Commis- 
sioners, hut by other persons, and the Commissioners 
opposed it. 

190. Did the Commissioners petition to be heard 
against it! — Yes, and Casey and Clay appeared for the 
Commissioners. 

191. Did they apply for their costs, and did the 
committee refuse? — Yes; the committee refused to give 
the costs of the opposition. 

192. Then by what authority did the Commissioners 
pay them this £1,421 3s. 10 d. ? — As I say, there was 
a case stated. 

193. Have you got that case here! — I have. I' 
should add that neither the solicitor for the promoters 
of the Bill, nor the solicitors for the Commissioners 
had anything to do with the solicitorship of this Board. 

194. Mr. Lawless. — Who was the solicitor for the 
Board at the time! — Mr. John Lalor. 

195. You say there was a case stated for the Cornt 
of Common Pleas! — Yes. 

196. What was done upon that case? — The decision 
of the court was unanimous that the Commissioners 
had a right to oppose the Bill. It is settled now in 
what is called the Sheffield case. 

197. Do you say the court deckled that the Com- 
missioners were justified in paying Messrs. Casey and 
Clay’s costs out of the rates ? — They held that the Com- 
missioners were bound to pay them out of the rates. 

198. Did they say out of the money raised on the 
security of the rates ? — They did. 

199. Mr. Exham. — A re you sure of that? — I am. 

200. How was the balance of that £16,000 disposed 
of! — For the pipe-laying in the township, in connexion 
with the water supply. 

201. How much was expended for pipe-laying? — 
£9,500 ; the remainder went in payment of the costs of 
obtaining the loan of £16,000, and the costs of the 
case stated. 

202. Mr. Lawless. — By whom was the pipe-laying 
for the water supply done — was it by your own sur- 
veyor! — The water was brought to the reservoir by 
the Dublin Corporation at an expense of about 
£16,000. We then commenced under our own con- 
tractor — under the superintendence of our own 
engineer, and laid the pipes all through the township 
for the distribution of the water. 

203. Who was your contractor ? — The firm of Messrs. 
Edmundson and Company, Capel-street. Mr. Simpson, 
their agent, carried out the work to the township 
boundary, and Messrs. Edmundson did our portion of it. 

204. Had there been any agreement between 
Messrs. Casey and Clay and the Commissioners as to 
the costs of the opposition to the Bill ? — There was. 

205. Have you got that agreement ? — It is so long 
ago now, that I am not sure whether I have it or not. 

206. Is it set forth in the special case ? — I am not 
certain. The only agreement was, that Messrs. Casey 
and Clay gave the then Commissioners an indemnity 
that if they could not recover the costs out of the rates 
they would not hold the Commissioners liable. Mr. 
Lalor, the then solicitor for the Board, refused to 
carry out the opposition to the bill. 

207. Can you tell me the reason why he refused! — 
Mi - . Lalor took the opinion of Mr. John O’Hagan, 
Q.c., as to whether the bill could be opposed out of the 
rates, and he said it could not. Mr. Lalor then de- 
clined to go any further in the matter. 

208. Except, I suppose, on the personal responsi- 
bility of the Commissioners ? — That did not crop up. 

209. Mr. Exham. — Was that bill of 1S69, the bill 
promoted by third parties, to force the Town Com- 
missioners to bring the water into the town ? — That is 
a vexed question. 
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210. Was that bill first brought forward in the 
House of Commons or of the Lords'? — First in the 
Commons. 

211. After the Commons did the Commissioners 
go on opposing it in the Lords 1— They opposed it in 
the Lords on clauses. 

212. Did they not withdraw every single allegation 
of their petition before the Lords except one — that 
about the water l—I know that that was the principal 
point. 

213. Was not that the only point on which they 
continued the opposition! Did they not withdraw 
their opposition against everything except the water 
supply! — They did not withdraw; they only con- 
tested the provisions about the water supply. 

214. Were you not there yourself? — I was a wit- 
ness there. 

215. Did not the counsel for the Town Commis- 
sioners say — “ We will withdraw every question raised 
in the case save one — the boundaries ”? — No ; he did 
not say that, he said the Commissioners opposed no 
clause except- that of the boundaries. 

216. Do you happen to have the Blue Book con- 

taining the report of what took place before the Com- 
mittee both before the Commons and the Lords! — I 
have. . 

217. Can you let me see it 7— Yes. (Blue Book 
produced.) 

218. Did not the Town Commissioners actually 
apply for costs, and were they not refused ? Was not 
an application made that you should get costs out of 
the rates, and did not the committee positively refuse 
to grant it ? Were there not some very strong observa- 
tions made in the Lords about the waste of the town- 
ship money ? — I have been a witness in a good many 
bills in Parliament, and I am aware that it is the 
invariable rule for parties opposing to apply for costs, 
but I never knew the committee to give costs. 

219. They very frequently do so. 

Witness . — The promoters would have given them 
costs in the Commons, but declined to give costs in 
the Lords. 

220. Mr. Lawless. — I think you mentioned that 
some portion of the £16,000 has been paid off. How 
much has been paid?— £2,400 has been paid off; the 
balance now due is £13,600. 

221. What was the next loan procured by the Town 
Commissioners! — The next loan, according to date, was 
obtained by the Commissioners in December, 1875. 

222. How much was that loan! — £1,300, part of 
the £3,000, under the Kingstown Extension Act 
1874, which was borrowed to pay for the pipe-laying 
in the township. 

223. From whom was that borrowed ? — From the 
Treasury, under the Public Health Act, 1874. 

224. At what rate was it borrowed 1 — At three and 
a half per cent., for thirty years. 

225. On what security is that £1,300 borrowed!— 
On the security off the improvement rate, the rate 
levied under the 60th section of the Act of 1854. 

226. How was that £1,300 applied!— Solely to pay 
for the pipe-laying of the extended area ; that is, the 
new district of the township. 

227. Was that pipe-laying for the public water 

228. Has any portion of that £1,300 been paid off 1 
—We have made Hie yearly payments. That £1,300 
is part of the £3,000 that the Commissioners were 
authorized to borrow by the Extension Act of 1874. 
There is also a Provisional Order under which the 
Commissioners were empowered to borrow £10,000, 
and we allocated £8,000 of that to the Kingstown 
sewerage, and £2,000 to the Glastlvule sewerage. 
The £10,000 was borrowed from the Treasury on pre- 
cisely the same terms as the £1,300. On May 
20th, 1876, the £2,000 was lodged for the Glasthule 
district, and on that day week, 27th May, 1876, the 
£8,000 was lodged to the credit of Hie Kingstown 
sewerage district. 

229. Can yon give 


occupiers in each ward qualified to vote !- 
are as follows : — 

Glasthule ward, . 

Kingstown, east ward, . 
Kingstown, west ward, . 
Monkstown ward, 


; they Kiugstoww. 

April «, 1877. 


Total, 


. 284 
. 277 
. 390 
. 181 

1,132 


3 now. the number of rated 


230. How were these sums of £8,000 and £2,000 
applied 1 — They are at present being applied to the 
purposes for which they were borrowed — the internal 
drainage of the township. 

231. Upon what security were those sums of 
£S,000 and £2,000 borrowed 1 — On tbe security of 
the sewerage rate leviable under the Public Health 
Act, 1874. 

232. Has that sewerage rate been levied! — One 
penny was levied last year, and the rate struck this 
year to provide for tlie repayment of the £10,000 
was two-pence. 

233. How much will that two-pence produce in 
the year 1 — £540. 

234. I see by this Provisional Order confirmed by 
the Act of 1875, that the assessable value of the 
premises within the limits of the township is 
£65,933 ! — That would almost apply to tbe present 
year, too ; because in the Act of 1854, it is stated 
that lands used for farming and other such purposes 
shall be valued at only one-fourth — that is the rate 
ali nil he levied on only one-fourth, so that I have to . 
give the net valuation to show the result. 

235. Mr. M‘Evoy. — About £65,000 is the net 
value at present. 

236. Witness. — -It was reduced by the valuation of 
the mains of the Gas Company being reduced by 
nearly £800. 

237. You say that £10,000 was borrowed for the 
purpose of completing certain works in connexion 
with the Kingstown internal drainage 1 — The £8,000 
was borrowed for Kingstown, and the £2,000 for 
Glasthule, which is a part of the township. 

238. Preparatory to obtaining this Provisional 
Order were the plans prepared for those works !— ' They 
were laid before the Local Government Board, and 
also before the House of Parliament. 

239. Were plans lodged preparatory to obtaining 
this money! — Yes ; they had to he lodged. 

240. When were they lodged ! — I could hardly give 
you the exact date ; but they were lodged before the 
inquiry which was held here in March, 1874. 

241. Was the Provisional Order confirmed by Act 
of Parliament! — Yes, in 1875. 

242. Has any portion of that £10,000 been 
applied, and for what purposes !— The £2,000 which 
was to be laid out in Glasthule has been already 
expended. 

243. How has it been expended !— For the pur- 
poses for which it was borrowed alone, namely, the 
internal sewerage of Glasthule distinct. 

244. Were there estimates prepared for that work 1 
— Yes ; by tbe town surveyor. 

245. Wlien was the first payment made out of that 
£2,000 1 — In the commencement Of 1876. I will give 
you the exact date. The Provisional Order was passed 
in 1875. 

246. But you did not get the money until the 20th 
of May, 1876 1— No ; but we got the powers to borrow 
the money for certain works. The first sum paid by 
us for that work was on May 4th, 1876, a fortnight 
before the loan was completed. Those plans that were 
submitted in 1874 of course embraced all the works 
that were to be paid for out of the £2,000. That first 
payment was £22 10s., and then on the 9th June we 
paid our contractor the sum of £430 for portion of 
the plans dealt with in the Provisional Order. 

247. Who was your contractor for those works 1 — 
A gentleman named Thomas Sexton. 

248. Mr. Exham.— Is he a Commissioner, or a 
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- KlNGSTO US. 

- April S, 1877. 
Mr. Ennis. 


relative of the Commissioner of the same name ? — He 
is Ms brother, but he is not Mmself a Commissioner. 

249. When was the contract advertised fori — In 

1875. 

250. What is Mr. Thomas Sexton? — He is a general 
contractor for houses and sewers. 

251. Were there many tenders for the contract of 
this particular sewerage 1 — I cannot say. 

252. Was the entire of those Glasthule works taken 
by Mr. Sexton under one contract? — He got only one 
contract in the Glasthule district. All the rest of the 
contract work near there was divided between a Mr. 
John Pluck and a Mr. George Dixon. The £22 10s. 
was for a little bit of sewerage. £430 was the amount 
of all his contract work in that district. 

253. Were not all the works put up for competition 
in one contract? — No ; the drainage district was divided 
into sets of contracts, and Mr. Sexton got that contract 
only. All the rest of the £2,000 has been paid away 
between the two other contractors — Mr. Pluck and 
Mr. Dixon. 

254. Is Mr. Dixon a relative of any of the Commis- 
sioners ? — He is son-in-law to a member of this board, 
I believe. 

255. Have the contracts been executed in that 
district? — No ; one is going on at the present moment. 
In fact all the contracts have been completed except 
one, and that is going on towards completion. 

256. Will the £2,000 complete all the sewerage 
contemplated in Glasthule? — No. 

257. Was the estimate too low? — The money is ex- 
pended, and the work cannot be completed. The 
works intended to be done are more than the money 
would cover. 

258. Mr. Lawless. — Have you got the tenders that 
were put in for those works in Glasthule upon wMcli 
the £2,000 was to be expended? — I was not prepared 
for this, but of course if you wish I can produce them. 

259. Was Mr. Pluck a Town Commissioner? — Mr. 
Pluck had no connexion with the Commissioners in 
any way. 

260. Mr. Exham. — Did the Commissioners bind 
themselves to take the lowest tender ? — In advertising 
we put in the usual statement — “ The lowest or any 
tender not necessarily accepted.” 

261. Who certifies as to the completion of the 
works 1 — The town surveyor. 

262. Does he see that they are in accordance with 
the specification 1 — Certainly. 

263. Are the payments made on his certificate ? — 
Yes. Since we commenced to carry out these works 
we have appointed a clerk of works at £2 a week. 
He is only appointed temporarily during the progress 
of the sewerage works. 

264. What is his name ? — Peter Milligan. 

265. When was he appointed? — On June 16th, 

1876. 

266. Were other works going on before that without 
a clerk of works ? — Some small separate contracts at a 
time were previously going on, but when we came to 
expend all this money on the two districts, the Town 
Commissioners thought it necessary to appoint a clerk 
of works. 

267. Mr. Lawless. — What was Mr. Milligan? 
What were his qualifications ? — He was a man always 
connected with this sort of work. 

268. Was he a builder ? — I believe so. 

269. Is he a Kingstown man? — Yes. [Reads 

minute appointing Mr. Milligan.] 

270. Has he been since acting, and is he to act as 
clerk of works in respect to the Kingstown district as 
well as the Glasthule ? — In respect of the entire town- 
ship. 

271. Had he been in any similar employment 
before ? — I have always known him as a builder or a 
man connected with buildings. The only employment 
I know of his having been in was as surveyor to the 
Blackrock Building Society. 

272. Mr. Exham. — Does he send in reports? — Yes, 
he is in constant communication with the town sur- 


veyor, and he sends in a short summary weekly to the 
board. 

273. Did he ever object to the materials of these 
sewers ? — I never heard of any objection to them. 

274. Does the surveyor make reports weeklv <■» 
monthly ? — Monthly. 

275. Has he always reported that the work was 

done in accordance with the contract? I am not 

aware he ever said the works were not in accordance 
with the contract. 

276. Did he object to the material of any of those 
sewers ? — Not that I am aware of. 

277. Did you look at the works while they were 
going on ? — No ; it was outside the proper sphere of 
my duties. 

278. Mr. Lawless.— You have said that the £2,000 

obtained from the Treasury in 1876 has been applied 
in doing the Glasthule sewer works mentioned in the 
Provisional Order of 1 875. Now tell me has any por- 
tion of the £8,000 been applied in making sewers not 
specified in the plans sanctioned by the Provisional 
Order ? — Yes, a change was made for the purpose of 
draining the fields to the south of Crosthwaite-park and 
Royal-terrace. 

279. Were those works included in the plans for 
which the £8,000 was originally borrowed ? — No ; but 
application was made to the Local Government Board 
to sanction the change ; they sent down their engineer, 
and he stated to them what had occurred. They 
said they did not see they had much power in the 
matter, but did not say the deviation was of any very 
great moment. 

280. Will you just explain what was the deviation? 
— The surveyor can show you that. 

281. Perhaps you can tell, us how much of the- 
£8,000 was expended on that deviation? — I cannot 
tell you the exact sum for this reason — that it was 
made part of another contract. 

282. Mr. Exham. — Who proposed the change in the 
plans ? — The town surveyor. 

283. Did he propose to omit certain works shown on 
the plans and to do those others in their place ? — Yes. 

284. Did the Town Commissioner's authorize the 
money borrowed for one purpose to be expended for 
another ? — I suppose the Local Government Board said 
to you, “ yon know the plan of the works for the 
doing of which we authorize you to raise £8,000, and 
it is for yon to see that you expend it properly.” I 
should like to see the minute on that. 

Witness reads minute : — 

“September4tli, 1876. 

“ Tenders for the sewerage of Crosthwaite-park reail. 

“ A resolution was moved that none of the tenders be accepted and 
' the consideration of the subject he postponed until the next monthly- 
meeting. An amendment to accept the tender was lost upon a 
division. The following amendment, proposed by Mr. Kelly, and 
seconded by Mr. M'Evoy, was put and carried unanimously:— 
‘ Unsolved, tlmt the sanction of the Local Government Board be 
applied for, to the variation of scheme of internal drainage formerly 
approved of by the said Local Government Board, by which the 
sewerage of Crosthwaite-park, not included in such scheme, may be 
legally carried out, and that the lowest tender (that of Mr. Thomas 
Sexton) for the carrying out of the work for the sum of £890 be 
accepted, subject to the obtaining of such sanction by the Commis- 
sioners from the Local Government Board."’ 

The reply was as follows : — 

“ Local Government Board. Dublin, 
“20th September, 1870. 

“ Snt, —The Local Government Board for Ireland acknowledge 
the receipt of your letter of the 9th inst., and accompanying sketch 
plans, relating to an alteration proposed to be made in the plans 
which have been adopted for the internal drainage of Kingstown, 
with the view of providing for the drainage of Crosthwaite-park, 
which was omitted by the town surveyor in the preparation of those 
plunsj and ill reference thereto the Board desire to state that from 
the report of their professional officer, a copy of which is enclosed,” 
(for report see Appendix), “ it does net appear there is any 
particular objection to the variation proposed, but they are not 
aware their sanction is necessary or that they have any' authority to 
give their sanction. The question for the Town Commissioners is— 
whether the proposed variation in a -matter of detail of this kind in- 
volves a material departure from the general plans referred to in 
the Provisional Order, and to the carrying out of which the money 
borrowed under the Act is directed to be applied. . 

“By order of the Board, 

“ B. Basks.” 
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The next meeting of the sanitary authority was 
held September 22nd, 1876, when the last letter was 
read, and I was directed by the committee to call upon 
Mr. Sexton to proceed with the carrying out of his 
contract for the sewerage of Crosthwaite-park, for £390 
according to his tender of the 4th inst. 

285. How much of the £8,000 was expended for 
works not in the original plans ? — None at all as 
yet. 

286. I thought you said a portion was expended ? — 

I did not use the word expended ; I said there was a 
contract embracing those new works, but no money 
has been expended on it. 

287. Has a contract been signed for doing that?— 

I t.TirtV a contract has been accepted ; but no money 
has been expended on it. 

288. Can you state how much of the £8,000 is in- 
tended to be applied for doing the works not within 
the. plans ? — I cannot tell you that, because the work 
now under discussion is part of another contract 
embracing other works. 

289. What works have been done within what is 
called the “ Kingstown Drainage District,” which are 
to be paid for out of the £8,000?— The Glenageary-roacl 
sewer. 

290. Is that in the Kingstown district ? — Yes ; that 
has been completed. 

291. Where is -Matthews’-terrace ? — In the Kings- 
town district. 

292. And Mulgrave and Royal terraces, Tivoli-road, 
and Crosthwaite-park ? — All in the Kingstown dis- 
trict. 

293. I find here upon your account for the year end- 
ing December, 1876, under the head of contracts exist- 
ing or entered into during the year, four contracts with 
■ Mr. Thomas Sexton for sewers ? — Yes ; he is the con- 
tractor “for Glenageary-road at £190;" for “Mulgrave 
and Royal terraces and Tivoli-road, at £679 and for 
“ Crosthwaite-park, £390.” 

294. Is the portion of the work to be done for Cros- 
thwaite-park to be provided for out of the £8,000 or 
no t? — I could not give a decided answer on that. 

295. Are all the Sandycove and Glasthule works 
within what is called the Glasthule district ? — All of 
them. 

296. Are Albert and Adelaide roads and Tivoli- 
terrace in Kingstown? — Yes. 

297. Mr. Thomas Sexton is put down as the person 
paid for Adelaide-road. The contractor put down for 
Albert-road is Mr. John Pluck ? — That is another local 
contractor. That is a distinct sewer. The work was 
commenced in previous years ; but being part of the 
plans embraced in the contract for £430, it was not 
earned out until 1876. The Adelaide-road sewer men- 
tioned below is a continuation of the former sewer, and 
is a separate contract. This sewer is put down in 
another place as the "Albert and Adelaide road 
sewer.” 

298. According to that account (referring to account 
of payments produced) although you had power to pay 
contracts to the extent of only £2,000 you have paid 
£10 over? — Yes, we were pretty close. 

299. Was Mr. Sexton the person who laid the pipes 
on a former occasion? — No, he had nothing to say to 
the former contract for laying pipes. 

300. Was that contract for £1,300 for the pipe-lay- 
ing submitted to public competition? — Decidedly. 

301. Had Mr. Sexton any previous experience in 
laying mains or water-pipes ? — Not in Kingstown. 

302. Anywhere ? — Not that I am aware of. I will 
read the minute about the contract for the works. I 
see on September 4th, 1876, tenders for the .sewerage 
of Crosthwaite-park were read from Thomas Sexton at 
£390, John J. Long at £400, and George Dixon at 
£910. 

303. Was that last sum for the same work 1— Yes. 
Witness then read the minutes of 4th September and 

22nd September, 1876, which are already given. My 
letter to the Local Government Board followed on the 
resolution of the 4th September. (Reads) — 


“ September 9th, 1876. Kingstown 
“ To B. Banks, esq., Secretary to the Local Government Board. Ap rils, 1 877 
“ Sir,— I am directed by the Commissioners of the township of Mr. Ennis. 
Kingstown to state, for the information of the Local Government 
Board, that the town surveyor, when preparing the plans for the 
internal drainage of Kingstown, forgot to provide for the drainage 
of a very important district — namely, Crosthwaite-park, although he 
provided for the drainage of all the other similar localities in the 
township. The Commissioners, on learning of the matter, at once 
inquired as to the proper mode of correcting the mistake, and they 
found, that by omitting for the present the construction of the sewer 
to drain fields between Royal-terrace and Mr. Reid’s premises, 

Holmston, and so varying to the slight extent the original 
scheme of internal drainage for which they obtained the sanction of 
the Local Government Board to borrow £10,000 to carry out, they 
will, without any inconvenience, be enabled to rectify the overlook 
made by the town surveyor. For this variation 1 am directed re- 
spectfully to request the sanction of the Local Government Board. 

The cost of the construction of the sewer at Crosthwaite-park is 
£390, and the tender to carry out the work for this sum has been 

304. Were you instructed to make that statement? 

— I have to gather the opinions of the board, and I 
generally tell them what I will write. < 

305. Did the surveyor say he “ forgot ” to include 
the drainage of such an important place at the time? 

— He made the statement at the time or I would not 
have it here. (Continuing letter) — 

“ The saving, by now omitting the construction of the sewer in 
the fields north of Royal-terrace, is £225, and the saving in the 
sewer lately constructed in Tivoli-terrace (that is the amount for 
which the work was constructed under the town surveyor’s estimate), 

is £233, total, £458, leaving a balance to credit of £68. Under 
the circumstances, the Commissioners trust the Local Government 
Board will sanction the proposed change in the original plans. 

“ Your obedient servant, 

“ R. J. Ennis, Secretary. 


306. Mr. Lawless. — The provisional order was con- 
firmed by an Act of Parliament, and the Local Go- 
vernment Board say — “ We can’t alter that Act of 
Parliament.” 

307. Mr. Exham. — But there could he no alteration 
in this case, for the town surveyor says — “ It is an 
actual piece of forgetfulness on my part.” 

Witness. — “ Overlook ” would have been a better 
word to use in the letter. 

308. Mi-. Lawless. — You used both, so that you are 
not at a loss for phrases. 

309. Mr. Exham. — Mr. M'Evoy might have let 
the resolution be put, but he moved the amendment 
probably thinking that the Local Government Board 
had no power to do it. 

Mr. M‘Evoy . — That is exactly so. 

310. Mr. Lawless. — Was there any action taken 
by the Commissioners after the receipt of that answer 
of December 20th ? — The Local Government Board said 
there was not any such departure, and that we were 
warranted in making the variation. 

311. Mr. Exham. — It appears that there were two 
separate portions of ground ; the property of one was 
shown on the plans as ground necessary to he drained, 
and the sewers for Ms property were sanctioned by the 
Act of Parliament, and the property of the other was 
not. Then the resolution is passed to substitute the 
works on the property of the man who was not entitled 
to have them done under the Act of Parliament, and 
who is the ehnivm n.n of the Town Commissioners, and 
to give up making for the other gentleman, whoever 
he was, the sewers that were represented and sanc- 
tioned as necessary for his property. 

Witness. — In the resolution I have already read it 

ga id: “Resolved — That the sanction of the Local 

Government Board be," &c. 

312. Mr. Exham. — But the Local Government 
Board refused to sanction it. They said — “ If you can 
legally do it, do it ; but we will not give you authority.” 

313. Mr. Lawless. — At the time of obtaining the 
provisional order was evidence given as to the necessity 
of the works, and were those works at Crosthwaite- 
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Kingstown, park represented as a necessary portion of the works 
April 5 , 1877. to be done ? — They were. 

Mr Ennis 314. Witness reads following minute : — 

“ Amendment proposed by Mr. Kelly, seconded by Mr. M'Evoy : — 
Resolved — ‘ That the sanction of the Local Government Board be 
applied for to the variation of the scheme of internal drainage 
formerly approved of by the said Local Government Board, by 
which the sewerage of Crostli waite- park, not included in such scheme, 
may be legally carried out; and that the lowest tender (that, of 
Mr. Thomas Sexton for the carrying out of the work for the sum 
of £390) be accepted, subject to the obtaining of such sanction by 
the Commissioners from the Local Government Board.’ Amend- 
ment put, and carried unanimously ; and then put as the original 
resolution, and carried unanimously.” 

I now see the contract for Crosthwaite-park was 
not what I said before. I see it is a distinct contract ; 
it is so set forth here. 

315. Mr. Exham. — Who proposed that resolution 1 
— Well, in committee we don’t always have formal 
resolutions. 

316. Mr. Lawless. — Was that at a meeting of a 
committee? Was the meeting summoned, and was 
there any notice given of the meeting ? — There is an 
hour fixed for the meeting of the urban sanitary 
authority. There was not any notice given of the 
meeting. 

317. Mr. Exham. — But surely this was not to be 
done by the urban sanitary authority 1 — It was to be 
done by the Town Commissioners at their peril. The 
urban sanitary authority have entered into a contract 
for £390, which appears to be directly at variance 

' with, or at all events is not sanctioned by the Pro- 
visional Order or the Act of Parliament. > 

318. - Suggested by Mr. M‘Evoy . — Did you give 
notice for that meeting ? — No. 

319. Is it not, in fact, voting away £390 which the 
Act of Parliament has directed to be expended in ono 
way, in another to benefit the property- of the then 
chairman of the Town Commissioners ? — (No answer.) 

320. Mr. Lawless. — This £390 was voted to be 
applied to works in Crosthwaite-pai'k which was not 
included in the plans of the works on which any 
portion of the £10,000 was to be expended. Was 
not a portion of the work to be done in the original 
plans omitted to be done for the sake of doing this ? — 
I believe so. That was the case. 

321. Was it omitted in order that this particular 
portion of Crosthwaite-park might be substituted for 
it?— Yes. 

•322. What portion of the original works provided 
for by the original plans was omitted — in what dis- 
trict ? — In the same district ; in the immediate neigh- 
bourhood. 

323. Mr. Exham. — Mr. Ennis, in his letter to the 
Local Government Board, says the surveyor forgot to 
include this portion of sewerage. • 

Witness. — Oh, I did not say he forgot it at all. 

324. Mr. Lawless. — The contracts mentioned here 
for the year 1876 come altogether to about £2,578 
You have made mention of some of the expenditure oi 
this £8,000. How much of that has been expended 
now?— £1,764 15a. 3d. 

325. Mr. Exiiam. — Have the works been stopped? 
— No works commenced have been stopped; but we 
advertised for contracts for other portions of the 
sewerage works, and finding the tenders so much in 
excess of the surveyor’s estimate, none were adopted. 

326. Mr. Lawless. — I see contracts were entered 
into to the extent of £2,378. Are they for the Kings- 
town district, and are they being carried out now ? — 
Mulgrave-terrace has been completed, Glenageary-road 

, ^ ias been completed, and £1,190 paid on account ; and 

nothing has been paid on account of the other two. 

.327. Mr. Exham. — Can you tell us what was the 
estimate for Matthews’-terrace ? 

Mr. Doyle (town surveyor). — £130. The estimate 
for Glenageary-road was £1,290; for Mulgrave-ter- 
race, £315; and Tivoli-road, off it, would be £188; 
the estimate for Royal-terrace is £285. 

328. I see for Lower George’s-street the lowest ten- 
der was £1,400, while the estimate was only £764 ; 


J . Sexton, for another portion, tendered at £590 and 
the estimate was £370. For Cumberland-street the 
kiwest tender was £198, while the estimate was only 

329. Mr. Lawless. — What was the estimate for 
Crosthwaite-park ? 

Mr. Doyle — I think £390. There was an explana- 
tion. given about my estimates. The contracts that 
came in for the former works were under my esti- 
mate, and then the statement was volunteered here 
that the contractors having found out their mistake 
wanted to levy the deficiency on the new contracts, by 
adding to them. ’ J 

330. Mr. Lawless (to Witness ). — You say £1,764 
15s. 3d. has been actually expended up to tbis date 
out of the £8,000. Where is the balance ?— To the 
credit of the Commissioners, in the hank. 


331. Does it bear interest? — Yes ; at the deposit 
rate allowed for current accounts, calculated from day 
to day ; we are constantly drawing on them. When 
I last submitted my balance-sheet to the monthly 
meeting it showed £6,235 4s. 9d. to the credit of the 
Kingstown district. I then made a suggestion, acting 
on which the following resolution was passed on the 
2nd April, 1877 :— 


“ Resolved,— That the suggestion to invest a portion of the sum 
in the bank lying to the credit of the Kingstown Sewer Account 
in new three per cent. Government stock be brought before the next 
meeting of the Board, with notice previously given to each Com- 
missioner." 

332. In the meantime, are not the ratepayers pay- 
ing interest on that money, and sustaining a large 
loss thereby? — Yes; but it is in course of being ex- 
pended. 

333. Are all the works for which that money was 
borrowed actually now in progress ? — No. The reason . 
is, we could not advertise for carrying out the sewer- 
age of two districts at once ; we would have all the 
streets cut up at the same time. You cannot take 
the drainage of the town piecemeal ; you can only take 
it in districts. 

334. Was it not going hastily to work to put the 
ratepayers under the interest of £8,000 all at once? — 
I know in the case of the Corporation of Dublin they 
borrowed the sum in bulk, and paid them off. The way 
was this : If wc applied to the Treasury to give us the 
money piecemeal, I doubt if they would not object, 
because we would have to give separate mortgages in 
each case. 

335. Was there any attempt made to get the money 
in that way ? — It was spoken of at the time, hut it 
was thought so utterly impracticable that the sugges- 
tion was not acted upon. 

336. Mr. Exham. — This last statement of yours 
sets out the contracts for the Kingstown district as 
four contracts, amounting altogether to £2,378. Are 
those the only existing contracts? — Those are all. 

337. Is it contemplated to go on with the others l 
— Decidedly. We have been constantly trying if we 
could get contractors to. send in lower tenders. We 
got trial pits made ; in the case of one we found from 
the nature of the soil matters would be totally against 
the Co mmis sioners, in another in favour of the Com- 
missioners. 

338. Are there any contracts before the Commis- 
sioners now ? — No. 

339. Nor tenders for contracts ? — None. 

340. The present occupiers of houses are paying 
rates to pay off the balance of the £8,000, and non 
constat there will be another penny expended for 
years. Has the surveyor stated what it will cost to 
do the residue of the works provided for by the Pro- 
visional Order Act ? — That question was before the 
committee at the end of the year; and a recom- 
mendation of the full Board was then made that, in 
view of the difference in prices of the materials used 
in carrying out works now, from the prices current 
when iiie surveyor made out Ms original estimate 
some years ago, it would be advisable for the Board 
to fix what the gross price would be, and then apply 
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to the Local Government Board for further borrowing 
powers to supply the deficiency. 

341. When did the surveyor make out those 
estimates'! — In 1874. 

342. Do you mean to say that materials and labour 
for making and laying sewers have gone up since 
1874 to such an extent as to make the difference 
between the surveyors, their estimates and the amount 
of the tenders ? — Bricks have gone up very much — 
at least I am told so. 

343. It may suit some persons’ interest to say so. 
Other materials are cheaper now. We all know that 
prices went up considerably before 1874, but I thought 
they had now come down to something like their 
former range. Is that so ? — I do not know. 

344. Mr. Lawless. — Have the Commissioners 
borrowed any further sums of money than those you 
have mentioned ? — On the 14th November, 1876, we 
borrowed, under authority from the Local Govern- 
ment Board, £8,000 to build a town-hall and court- 
house, we got besides £1,700 the balance of the 
£3,000 under the Extension Act, and we also borrowed 
£2,000 under the authority of the Local Government 
Board for the asphalting of the streets of the town- 
ship. The £8,000 was borrowed under the provisions 
of the principal Act, that is, the Act of 1854. 

345. Under what Act did you obtain the £2,000 1 
— Under the Kingstown Improvement Act of 1 861. 

346. Under what provision of that Act — The pro- 
vision dealing with roads ; the power to levy a road 
rate of eighteen pence. 

3‘47. From whom did they borrow that £2,000 ? — 
The entire of these three sums of £8,000, £1,700, and 
£2,000 — total £11,700 — was borrowed from the 
Royal Exchange Assurance Company of England at 
four and a half per cent, repayable in forty years. 

348. Mr. Exham. — What is the security for all 
this. Is it secured on the road rate 1 This is why I 
asked were there separate accounts kept of the road 
rate and the improvement rate. 

349. We have acted on that principle. Our 
estimate shows that. The one-fortieth of the loan of 
£2,000 for asphalting is £50, and the interest at four 
and a half per cent, is £90. The entire of that is 
charged on the road rate. I put the interest of the 
different loans under the several headings here, the 
improvement rate, under the Act of 1864, and 
the road rate under the Act of 1861. I set further 
under each column the money chargeable properly to 
those two rates ; and you will perceive that not a 
farthing of one rate is improperly charged to the 
other. 

350. Among those latter sums you have mentioned 
you named £8,000 borrowed under the provisions of the 
Towns Improvement Act of 1854, to build a courthouse 
and townhall. What provision in that Act gave yon 
that power ? — Under the Act of 1871 you will find full 
powers given to the Local Government Boai'd to enable 
bodies such as the Kingstown Commissioners to borrow 
for those purposes ; and under that Act they gave us 
power to borrow those sums of £2,000 and £8,000. 
The 20th section of the Act of 1874 states : — 

“The Commissioners may, from time to time, for the purpose of 
defraying any costs or expenses incurred or to be incurred by them 
under the principal Act, or any Act incorporated in said Act, &e., 
borrow any sums of money for such charges and expenses.” 

351. When did you obtain that £8,000 ?— In No- 
vember, 1876. 

352. When did you adopt the provisions of that Act? 

In January, 1 873. (Orders of the Local Government 

Board for the £2,000 and £8,000 handed in.) 

353. The result appears to be a bad one for the rate- 
payer’s here. Is there not an actual loss of £310 a year 
by paying the interest on this loan of £8,000, which 
is not being used at present ? — No, for the money has 
been since invested in purchasing Government stock, 
and we get the dividends. 

354. Mr. Lawless. — Has anything been done 
towards the erection of a town-hall or a court-house ? — 
Mr. Barrett. — Plans have been prepared. 


355. Mr. Exham. — Have there been any tenders ? — Kingstowk 

Witness . — I drew up an explanation with reference to Ap Hf s, i wt. 
this to the Boai’d the other day. It is this : — Ur. Ennis. 

“ With reference to the statement as to the loss of one and a half 
per cent, arising to the rates from the sum of £8,000 borrowed to 
build the town-hall and court-house not being at once required, it 
would appear to assume that it is possible fora public body to always 
arrange matters, so that such a thing should not occur. From the 
loug and tedious negotiations carried on, both as regards the obtain- 
ing of this loan and of procuring a proper site for the town-ball and 
court-house, before a definite result in either cose was arrived at, it 
is very clear that instead of there being anything unwise or unbusi- 
ness-like in the transaction, the Commissioners should congratulate 
themselves on having both matters (that is as regards the site and 
the loan) completed within so short an interval as has actually taken 
place. The loan was placed to the credit of the Commissioners on 
the 14th November, 1876, when they were aware that the Board of 
Works had obtained the Kingstown Harbour Act, enabling the latter 
to allocate a site for the town-liall and court-house on terms and 
conditions already agreed upon, and when they were aware that the 
lease itself was under consideration.” 

As a matter of fact an advertisement for tenders will 
appear in next Saturday’s paper for this town-ball and 
court-house. 

356. The Commissioners have bad this money since 
1876. Have they fixed upon a site for a town-ball? 

Has it been ascertained that there is a site procurable ? 

— Decidedly. 

357. What are they to pay for the ground? — We 
have arranged with the Board of Works, which arrange- 
ment is sanctioned by the Treasury under the Act 
of 1875, and there has been marked as a site on 
the Royal Marine-road, 130 feet in length by 100 feet 
in depth, on a 999 years’ lease, at 10s. a foot frontage. 

The lease is before the agent of the lord of the soil, and 
we expect the matter will be very soon completed. 

3.58. Have you got any plans for the building of 
this courthouse and town hall? — We adopted plans in 
September, 1874, but before the Board of Works had 
given their sanction with regard to the site the plans 
had to be altered ; and they were finally adopted on 
September 4th, 1876. 

359. Have you got specifications for the works ? — 

There is a specification now with the architect, which 
will appear with the plans in the advertisement on 
Saturday. 

360. What is the amount of his estimate ? — The 
architect did not formally submit an estimate ; but his 
estimate for the works before the Board is something 
like £13,000 or £14,000. 

361. So that having £8,000 to expend on a certain 
building the Commissioners propose to put them under 
a rent of £65, and to expend £13,000 or £14,000? — 

No ; they will have tenders for contracts; there will 
be gross tenders first. They will then open the 
detailed tenders of the persons whose contract they 
accept. They will go through the works with their 
architect, and see where the building can be cut 
up in different places so as to keep the sum to be ex- 
pended either at the £8,000, or as near to it as the 
requirements of the town will admit. If they find 
they can have a building, after consideration with 
their architect for the £8,000, the matter will be ended. 

If they require £10,000 or £8,000 in addition, it will 
be necessary for them to lay a statement of these facts 
before the Local Government Board, and they may 
proceed for the borrowing of a further sum. 

362. But, surely, the plans must have been already 
laid before the Local Government Board? — They were. 

363. Did you purport to do the work in those plans 
for the £8,000 which you asked leave to borrow? — Yes. 

364. Do you mean to tell me the plans which you 
then submitted as being possible to be carried out for 
£8,000, your architect now estimates at £13,000 ? — 

You forget certain parts of my statement. The plans 
adopted in September, 1874, were then estimated to 
cost £8,000, the sum applied for from the Local Govern- 
ment Board. The site was marked. We have to deal 
with the Treasury through the Board of W orks. W e had 
to get the Board of Works’ approval of the plans for the 
courthouse and town hall, before they would give us the 
site. The architect’s plans having been submitted, the 
Board of Works made certain alterations, and suggested 
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Kingstown. 
April 5, 1877. 
Mr. Ennis. 


farther expenditure which, with the increase of prices, 
will account for the increase in the proposed estimate * 
as the architect assures us. 

365. Did you not get £8,000 from the Local Govern- 
ment Soard last year, and send in certain plans to the 
Board of Works last year-. Were they approved of by 
your architect? — They were. 

366. Who was your architect ? — Mr. Robinson of 
Brunswiek-street, Dublin. 

367. Did you tell the Local Government Board you 
were going to execute these works ? — When we applied 
for the £8,000 we did. 

368. What did your architect tell you at the time 
these works might be estimated for ? You must have 
represented to the Local Government Board that every- 
thing shown in those plans could be done for a sum. 
not exceeding £8,000. (Reading) — 

“Such monej' shall not he borrowed until an estimate of the 
amount required has been laid before the Commissioners, &c.” 

We did so then. 

369. Was your estimate for the works shown on 
the plans laid before tbe Local Government Board ? — 
I should say that both the plan and estimate for doing 
the works for tbe £8,000 were submitted to tbe Local 
Government Board. 

370. I think you said all the conditions were com- 
plied with ? — Yes, that is so. 

371. Did the plans laid by your architect before the 
Local Government Board show certain work to be 
done — so many feet of masonry, &c. ? — No, they did 
not. The detailed estimate was not laid before tbe 
Local Government Board : a gross estimate and plan 
was sent to the Local Government Board. 

372. Did your architect, Mr. Robinson, tell you 
that all the works purporting to be shown in that 
plan could be done for £8,000 ? — The original plans 
were to be done for £8,000. 

373. Did your architect, Mr. Robinson, tell you 
that in his opinion those works could be done for 
£8,000 1 — I cannot say that he did. The plans sent 
in to the Local Government Board were copies of the 
plans originally adopted in 1874 with the same esti- 
mate. Then we came to deal with the Board of 
Works. They suggested certain amendments to those 
plans which would require an increased expenditure 
of money; and we could not go on with the plans 
without it. 

374. On what did you get the order from the Local 
Government Board to borrow the £8,000 ? — Not on 
the new plans of our architect, but on the plans origi- 
nally adopted in 1874, which were only to cost 
£ 8 , 000 . 

375. Were the plans altered in 1876? — They were 
amended, as suggested by the Board of Works, in 
1876. 

376. Do you mean to say that an amended copy 
of those plans, with the increased estimate necessitated 
thereby, was never sent to the Local Government 
Board ? — No, because we are not in a position to send 
them in. We do not know whether we will be in a 
position to carry out the works. We will first see, 
having got a detailed estimate from the architect, if 
the works can be kept within the limits. 

377. If that is so, where is the excuse for taking 
the £8,000, and leaving the ratepayers under the loss 
of interest per annum thereon, when you do not know 
whether the Local Go vemment Board will ever sanction 
your altered plans or not ? — You have hound yourselves 
for forty years to pay off this money, and to pay in- 
terest at four and a half per cent, for forty years ; and 
now you have been obliged to invest it in Government 
stock, and are only getting £250 a year, while it may 
happen that you will never be able to carry out these 
new plans, because if you increase your proposed ex- 
penditure on the new plans by £5,000, or more, and 
apply to the Local Government Board for the neces- 
sary power to borrow the additional money, they may 
not give it to yon. Have you the letter of application 
sent by yduto the Local Government Board ?— I think 


the letter about that transaction was sent to them bv 
our solicitor. ^ 

378. Is there any resolution of the Town Commis- 
sioners at the time this application was being made ? 

379. Mr. LAWLESS(referring to minute-book). Iftnd 

here, from minutes of meeting so far back as. 1st 
October, 1874, that the site on the Royal Marine-road 
was applied for to the Board of Works, and that on 
the 12th October plans were directed to be placed on 
the table, and a resolution passed on September 11th 
was confirmed? — We were then proceeding under the 
Act of 1854. 

380. Mr. Exham. — Do you put the whole of the 
salary of £250 for the town surveyor on the road 
fund ? — Certainly. 

381. On what principle did you do it or by what 
authority ? — The authority is, that in doing so I acted 
according to the best of my belief as to what I thought 
was right. The town surveyor’s entire duties are de- 
voted chiefly to the out-works in connexion with the 
roads of the township. 

382. Do you mean to say that it is not part of the 
surveyor’s business to see that the drains and sewers 
are properly constructed, and according to his plans 
and specifications, and to look after ruinous dwellings? 

; — No ; I think those matters ai-e part of his duties. 

Mr. Barret . — His principal duty is on the road. 

383. Mr. Exham. — I beg your pardon. What is 
done here is to allocate his entire salary to the road- 
rate, although if he does his duty he has a great deal 
to do looking after the new sewerage and sanitary 
matters. The reason of attending to this is very im- 
portant, because, putting everything you oan on the 
road-rate in your estimates for this year, you have 
only estimated a surplus of £36 14s. 4 d. on foot of 
the improvement rate. The weekly wages for the 
scavenging, &c., charged to the improvement rate are 
only £120 ; while you charge £800 to the road-rate. 

Witness . — If what you state were carried out, and 
if those- items were charged to improvement rate, the 
gross total would amount to the same sum on foot of 
both rates. 

384. Mr. Exham. — If you made the proper charges 
only against each rate you might have a balance coming 
to you on one rate, and a large deficiency against yon on 
the other ; and when you say you will go for increased 
borrowing powers, the whole way you have been deal- 
ing with the two rates and the charges against each 
comes forward, and it might be shown that your im- 
provement rate was wholly insufficient to pay even the 
existing charges on it, and thus tbe way the Com- 
missioner’s have been dealing with the ratepayers’ 
money, becomes important. There is also a charge 
for “ horses. ” What are the horses employed in doing ? 
— In scavenging the streets and repairing the roads. 
The cost is £45 per horse per annum ; and there is 
charged for horses £97 to the improvement rate, and 
£200 to the road rate. 

385. Is not the greater part of the work in which 
these horses are employed, done in carrying out sani- 
tary matters ? — I would not say the greater portion. 

386. Why do you charge any “ part of the election 
expenses, £20 ; revision of Parliamentary Voters’ List, 
£20,” to the road rate? — The Commissioners are 
elected to carry out both the Acts of 1854 and 1861, 
I have always held, consequently, that the rates 
levied under both Acts should bear their respective 
proportions of such costs, and I have to learn yet I 
am wrong. 

387. In other places — Cork and Limerick — the 
amount produced by, and the payments made out 
of each rate, are kept under separate heads ; and in 
Limerick an opinion was produced before us from a 
very eminent counsel in which he advised the Cor- 
poration to be cautions as to charging each rate with 
its proper expenditure or proportion of expenditure, as 
the case might be. Is it not part of your surveyor’s 
duties to look after the sewerage? — We deal with 
that work in connexion with the sanitary business 
almost exclusively by our two sub-sanitary officers. 
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388. Is there anything charged to the improvement 
rate for the money you have expended on the sewers ? 
— Not a shilling. 

389. Is the loan of £10,000 you have' obtained 
borrowed altogether on the security of the sewer rate ? 
— -Decidedly. 

390. And does the surveyor do nothing about the 
sewers 2 — You are mixing up sanitary business per sn 
with the loan of £10,000 for sewerage puiposes. I 
hold that the sanitary matters you speak of are wholly 
distinct from the work carried on with the loan of 
£10,000. 

391. Do you mean to say the surveyor does nothing 
whatever but look after the repair of the roads? — I do 
not mean to say so. 

392. Mi’. Lawless. — You referred us to him already 
as the party to give us information about the sewers. 

Witness . — I have already explained that branch 
drains, el cetera, are sanitary matters, and there are 
medical sanitary officers and others whose duty it is to 
inspect and report upon this subject, such as where 
new branch sewers should be made, old ones repaired, 


Clauses Act, 1847. He shall, as soon as possible, prepare on a scale Kimostoww. 
reduced from the Commissioners' map to a more convenient size, a April S, 1877. 

skeleton plan of the district, and mark thereon the elevations re- 

quired bv said Act and the portions of the existing sewers, as well Mr. Ennis. 

as the position wherein, in his opinion, sewers and drains should be 

made, and the lines at the altitude required, in, said Act, and shall 

also, if necessary, prepare a chart with vertical sections of the district, 

said plans, &c., to he on the scale as in said Act, and such as may 

be deposited in the office of the Commissioners for the inspection of 

the public. The surveyor should also, as soon as possible, do all 

necessary acts and things to enable the boaxd of Commissioners to 

divide the Township into drainage districts, ns required by the 23rd 

and 24th sections of the Town Improvement Clauses Act, 1847. 

He shall also in all other respects prepare and fulfil the duties of 
local surveyor of paving, drainage, and other works, as contem- 
plated by the Act of Parliament” 


<fec. 


395. Will you sbow me the report; made by him on 
or before tbe 1st of April this year, on the works 
necessary to be done in the township ? — (Referring to 
report.) He says he will require 310 lamps for the 
lighting of the township j men for the repair of the 
roads of the township in Monkstown, Glasthule, and 
other places ; and he requires a certain amount of lime- 
stone. He does not give a detailed account. 

396. Do you consider that complies with the pro- 

_ , , . visions of the Act, and the duties as pointed out to him 

393. Mr. Exham.— Will you read us the minute of , ^ chairmail vlien he was appointed 7— When road 

the Commissioners appointing your town surveyor? committees or wor ^ s committees sit down to go over 
(Witness read the minutes of proceedings at the tune of estimates for year, the surveyor will not bring up 

the appointment of town surveyor, from which it . * _i..x i_. 1 - : - 

appeared that the town surveyor was not to carry on 
any other works without the special permission of the 
board . 

394. Was he informed by any person, and if so 
whom, as to the duties he should perform? — Yes. 

“Town surveyor's duties, as fixed May 26th, 1863, and January 
21st, 18681 

“ He shall make himself by personal inspection acquainted with 
tbe state and condition of the road, footpaths, flagging, &c., per- 
sonally inspect the repairs of same, and direct the men employed by 
the board in the work to be performed by them, and shall see and 
be responsible for the proper performance of such work. He shall 
see to the weight, quantity, measurement, and quality of road 
shingle, flagging, and stone supplied to the town by contract, so as 
to protect the interests of the township against fraud, and shall also 
from time to time report thereon to the board. He shall, by per- 
sonal examination and inspection from time to time, inform himself 
of the quantity of materials of all sorts that may be necessary to be 
procured for the proper maintenance and repair of the roads, flag- 
ging, footpaths, and crossings, and the probable cost of same, so as 
to enable the board to contract for or procure a sufficient supply, aud 
also to form correct estimates of the moneys to be raised by rates 
under the Town Commissioners Clauses Act, 1847, and he shall 
yearly, at the time directed by the board, prepai'e a list or schedule 
of all work necessary to be done during the year, stating the mea- 
surement and details of all such works, and affixing to each item 
the probable cost aud expense of same, and whether in his opinion 
it would be advisable to do same, or any, and what portion of said 
works by their own workmen, or by contract. He shall have con- 
trol over the working staff in their employment, subject to the fol- 
lowing conditions: — Previous to the employmentof additional men, 
or to the dismissal, as the case may be, he shall be guided by the 
opinion of the board with respect thereto. In case, however, it may 
be proper either to employ or dismiss men without delay, the sur- 
veyor shall be at liberty to exercise his own discretion, aud his acts 
shall be allowed, until approved of, or set aside by the board at its 
next meeting. With respect to contracts, it will be his duty to 
advise the board about them, but tho making of them will be the 
business of the board, or the board committee for the time being. 

As regards drainage and sewerage, he shall, as soon as possible, turn 
his attention to the carrying out of all the provisions of the Act, 
especially sections 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, and 18, and the provisions 
respecting public sewers as contained in the Towns Improvement 


a very elaborate statement of what lie can go into L 
conference. _ . 

397. Mr. Lawless. — Is this the only estimate of 
works he has given, and the only report he has made ? 
—Yes. 

398. How has the balance of that £3,000 been dis- 
posed of? — Under the Extension Act we got very 
general powers of allocating that money. We allocated 
it for Mr. Sharkey’s costs. 

399. What costs were these ?— The Commissioners, 
in 187 3, opposed a Gas Bill promoted by the Dublin Cor- 
poration in connexion with the Alliance Gas Company ; 
and there was also a “ Citizens’ ” opposition committee. 
Mr. Sharkey got judgment, and demanded payment 
of his costs, amounting in round numbers to £1,287. 
Both parties appeared by counsel in Court, and the 
case was argued on behalf of the two parties. First 
there was a case argued before the Court, and the 
result was a judgment in favour of Mr. Sharkey. 
This bill of costs came to about £1,400 ; you have 
then £200 you already came across under the Ex- 
tension Act. Then you have a balance for general 
outlay. 

400. Is that the way the £1,700 is accounted for ? 
— Yes. 

401. Mr. Exham (Reads from the estimate) — 

“Repair of carte, £50; brushes, shovels, and repairs of old, £40; 

standposts to supplv V nr try to watering carts, £80 ; new valves, £40 ; 
hose, £15 ; two new stone carts, £28 ; lamps to be ordered and put 
up during the year, £30; general repairs, stables, sheds, &c., £10, 
&c. ; total, £243.” 

402. Of that why do yon put £43 to the improve- 
ment rate, and £200 to the road rate? — You cannot 
in these cases, cut down to a finite point exactly what 
you will charge to each rate. If I can tolerably 
approximate the amount to each rate I think it is as 
much as I am called upon to do. 


April 6 , 1877 . 


. The Town Clerk handed in the following documents : 
Agreement with the Alliance Gas Company, the bills 
of costs of the promoters, and of the opposition in con- 
nexion with the Act of 1869 ; the guarantee bond 
given by the collector, and that given by himself (the 
Town Clerk); and the indemnity given by Messrs. 
Casey and Clay, to the Commissioners. 

403. Mr. Lawless.— I find that the outstanding 


loans, including £1,700 for the extension of sewers to Mr. Ennis, 
the extended districts, and giving the Commissioners 
credit for having paid off £2,400 of the £16,000, is 
£36,600 ; and of the moneys that were received with 
respect to those loans, there was paid for the costs of 
proceedings before the Houses of Parliament, £7,396 ; 
and in the year’s account for 1876 there are claims for 
costs, not included in that sum, amounting to £69 3 
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12s. Id., making a total for which the Commissioners 
claim credit of £8.089 12s. Id. Are those figures cor- 
rect 1 — They are. 

404 . Has your guarantee bond for £200, which bears 
date February, 1872, been renewed since? — No; it 
does not require to be renewed, but the premium has 
been paid yearly. The auditor expressed his opinion 
that this class of security is the best. 

405. Does the auditor prefer it ? — Yes ; and so do the 
Commissioners ; the premium is paid annually ; and T 
have the receipts. 

406. Is the collector’s security for the year not out 
yet ? — You will see that it is more satisfactory to have 
that form of guarantee than security by two parties to 
a bond, one of whom may die at any time. 

407. There are conditions in these which would 
render it very difficult to enforce liability ? — I believe 
thoso are the usual conditions of a policy. 

408. Have you given us all the documents we asked 
for connected with the bills of costs, except the very 
material one, the special case stated to the Court of 
Common Pleas? — Yes. 

409. I see that under the head of miscellaneous 
charges there is credit taken for having paid £250 to 
Sir J olm Hawlrsliaw, o.e., for “ report and plan on 
main drainage ?" — Yes. 

410. What was that? — A report that he made in 
the year 1873 on the main drainage. I gave in a copy 
of that report. 

411. Was the report in 1873? — Yes; his fee was 
£350, and he reduced it to £250. 

412. Were that report and plan made use of for the 
purpose of obtaining the loan of £10,000 afterwards? 
— No ;■ it had nothing to do with the £8,000 and the 
the £2,000. It was used on the inquiry hold bv Mr. 
O’Brien. 

Mr. M‘Evoy . — It was used by tire opposition. 

413. Mr. Exham. — Is it a fact that instead of adopt- 
ing Sir John Hawkshaw’s plan after getting the provi- 
sional order, you threw it over, and went in for a new 
plan? — Not quite ; it would be better to say that Sir 
J ohn Hawkshaw’s scheme has been varied. The result 
of the inquiry was that the town surveyor’s plau was 
adopted. (Hands in the report of Sir John Hawk- 
•shaw.) 

Mr. M'Evoy asked for the remonstrance sent in on 
this subject. 

414. Mr. Lawless (to town clerk). — When, and 
from whom, was the £2,000 for asphalting obtained? 
—On the 14th November, 1876, from the Royal Ex- 
change Insurance Company (England). 

415. At what rate ? — At four and a half per 
cent., repayable in forty years by equal annual instal- 
ments. 

416. What were the particular objects for which 
that £2,000 was borrowed ? — For asphalting the foot- 
paths. 

417. Under what Act did the Commissioners bor- 
row it? — Under the 28th section of the Local Govern- 
ment Act of 1871. 

418. In what way was it proposed to do the work ? 
—There was no particular way proposed ; the Commis- 
sioners reserved to themselves the power to do it in any 
way they chose. 

419. Are there companies who do that particular 
kind of work by contract? — Yes. 

420. Did the Commissioners contract with any par- 
ticular company for doing it? — Not with respect to 
this £2,000. 

421. Was there any of the proposed work done since 
November, 1876, with this money? — There was. 

422. Can the surveyor mention the amount of work 
done?— I can tell you what was done up to the end 
of the year ; in fact, you will find it in the balance- 
.sheet. 

423. I find here that you take credit for having 
expended on asphalte works : — “ Purchasing eight boil- 
ers for m i x i n g asphalte, £95 ; contractor for laying as- 
phalte, £183 Is. 5 d . ; Limner asphalte, £118 ; ground 
limestone, £180 16s. 6 d . ; Uphall Oil Company — shale 


tar, £38 7s. lOd . and some other small payments 
which make up the total expense of this kind of work 
for the year £624 12s. Od. ?— Yes. 

424. Did the Commissioners proceed themselves to 

do this work instead of getting it done by contract ? 

We advertised for tenders in February last 

425. In February, 1876 ?— Yes. 

426. That was before you had got the money? 

Yes ; the tenders we received were of such a character 
that the Commissioners could not go on with the 
work. 

427. Have you got those tenders ? — Yes. The price 
sought for in the tenders was so large, that the Com- 
missioners for the sake of economy preferred to go on 
with the work themselves. 

428. Had you any offer from the Yal de Travers 
Asphalte Company ?— Yes. 

429. Have you got a tender by the Limner Asphalte 
Company ? — Yes. (Tender produced.) 

430. This estimate appears to have been given on 
the 2nd September, 1875? — Yes. 

431. Was this estimate rejected or considered by 
the Commissioners? — It was considered; but they 
thought the price was very excessive. 

432. By whom had you previously got asphalting 
done ? — By the Yal de Travers Company. 

433. At a lower rate than this? — At 3s. per square 
yard. 

434. Instead of 5s. ? — Yes. 

435. When was the consideration of this estimate 
brought before the Commissioners? — Somewhere about 
that time. 

436. Have you any offer from the Yal de Travers 
Company ? — Yes ; on the 3rd September, 1875. 
(Offer produced.) 

437. This appears to be signed by 'Mr. Fottrell in- 
dividually. Was he chairman or a member of the 
company ? — He was secretary for a long time. 

438. Did you consider this to be an offer on the part 
of the company ? — I considered it is such ; it is dated 
from the offices. 

439. And the offices are 39, Dame-street? — Yes. 

440. Was anything done in consequence of this 
offer of Mr Fottrell’s? — No; nothing was done. I 
have here the minutes of the meeting of the road com- 
mittee, on the 8th September, 1875. (Reads.) 

“Tenders for asphalte were read from the Limner and Val de 
Travers Asphalte Companies. The secretary was directed to convey 
to Mr. Fottrell, that the Commissioners were inclined to accept an 
offer at 70s. per ton." 

441. Was there a communication sent to Mr. 
Fottrell ? — I wrote him a letter to that effect. 

442. Was his offer to supply the asphalte at £3 10s. 
accepted ? — No ; that is all that was done. 

443. Was any advertisement published for tenders? 
— Yes; in February, 1876. The advertisement in- 
cluded a person to lay down the asphalte. 

444. What was done in consequence of that ad- 
vertisement? — There was only one tender, and nothing 
resulted from it. 

445. Was there any communication between the 
Commissioners and Mr. Fottrell, with respect to laying 
the asphalte 1 — V ery likely there was, but I cannot 
say. (Reads.) 

“ October 6th, 1875. 

“Tenders for laying asphalte pavement read from Mr. Brady, 
price to be li. 3d. per square yard, the Commissioners to supply all 
materials and boilers, except fuel, tools and labour.” 

446. Was that contract actually acted upon ? — Yes ; 
and it has been acted upon since. I bave a letter 
from Mr. William Murphy, dated from the offices of 
the Yal de Travers Company, on the 24th February, 

1 1876, offering to supply a limit ed quantity at £4 per 
ton, and Trinidad bitumen at 70s. per ton. We then 
purchased twenty-five tons of asphalte, and twenty-five 
tons of bitumen from him. Then we had a tender 
from Mr. Worthington, Limner Asphalte Company, to 
supply not less than 300 tons delivered ex-ship at 
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Kingstown, at £4 10s. per ton, and also stating that 
he would give us every information as to the mixing 
of it, and send us competent men to do the work. 

447. In accordance with that offer did the Commis- 
sioners purchase ? — In consequence of that we ordered 
the same quantity of asplialte that we ordered from the 
other person (twenty-five tons), and that being ready 
for use we used it first. 

448. Is that the asphalte paid for? — Yes; Mr. Fottrell 
at the end of 1875. ceased to be connected with the 
Val de Travers company. 

449. Who represented the company then. Did they 
sell their business, or was it wound up ? — Not at that 
time. 

450. Did they not become bankrupt ? — They were 
not able to go on. It was stated that they would 
be prepared to receive tenders for the plant and 
material. 

451. With whom did the company propose to deal 
for the sale of the plant and materials ? Did any persons 
offer to purchase ?-■— I am pei-sonally aware that an offer 
was made. 

452. By whom? — By the chairman (Mr. Crosthwaite) 
Mr. Fottrell and myself. 

453. Was Mr. Crosthwaite chairman of the Town 
Commissioners at the time? — He was. 

454. When was that offer marie? — In January, 
1876. 

455. Mr. Exham. — Was the interest in the concern 
put up for sale ? — We were in one day asking about 
the offer of 1 8 75 , and one of tb e directors (Mr. Murphy) 
told us that the d hectors would be anxious to receive 
proposals for the purchase of the material and plant, 
and afterwards, in January, we heard from Mr. Fottrell 
that the place was still undisposed of. I then went 
in to see if it would be a good investment, and I found 
it would be so. On being asked by the other two 
gentlemen to join them I agreed to do so. 

456. Was anyone joined with you? — Yes ; Mi - . 
Crosthwaite and Mr. Fottrell. Of course you are 
aw'are that this transaction has nothing to do with the 
accident of my being the town clerk and Mr. Cros- 
thwaite the chairman of the Commissioners. 

457. It has something to do with your going on 
with the contract? — We did not go on with it; the 
three persons named signed an authority to a soli- 
citor to make an offer for the material, plant, and 
premises. 

458. Mr. Lawless. — W hat was the date of that? — 
January, 1876. 

459. Was there any contract for asphalte after that ? 
— No ; Mr. Fottrell has a patent, and he sold during 
the year to the Commissioners some of the material 
that is used in making the asphalte. They bought 
180 tons of ground limestone from him to mix with 
the asphalte. He alone supplied that ground lime- 
stone to the Commissioners, and he alone derived any 
profit from the sale of it. We had nothing to do 
with it. 

460. You say it was not the property of the asplialte 
company ? — Certainly not. Mr-. Fottrell had to go to 
Liverpool to purchase some of it. 

461. Is that the ground limestone for which the 
Commissioners take credit in this account ? — Yes. 

462. Mr. Exham. — But Mr. Finlay has surcharged 
that 1 — Yes ; and Dr. Webb gave it asliis opinion that 
Mr. Finlay acted illegally in doing so. I will just read 
you this minute of the 22nd September, 1876 : — 

“ Report of 19th instant of No. 2 Committee on the terms proposed 
by Mr. Fottrell with reference to the mixing of ground limestone 
with Yal de Travers asphalte and bitumen read. Mr. John Fottrell 
attended and handed in the following statement, the surveyor re- 
commending its adoption. 1 1 propose to sell you 150 tons ground 
limestone for the purpose of mixing with the twenty-five tons of rock 
asphalte (Yal de Travers) and bitumen at the rate of 24s. per ton in 
Dublin and Kingstown.’ It was moved by Mr. O’Rorke, seconded 
by Mr. Kelly. Resolved — ‘That the proposition now made in writing 
by Mr. Fottrell to supply ground limestone 150 tons at 24s. per ton 
to be mixed with the Val de Travers asphalte and bitumen in the 
possession of the Commissioners be and is hereby acceded to-’ Ques- 
tion put; division taken — Ayes, 6; Noes, 4. The resolution was 
accordingly declared carried.” 


“ Special meeting 12t.h October, 1867. I.etter of 2nd instant read TCtngstowIt, 
from Messrs. Raynes and Company of Liverpool, and of 4th instant, jipril 6-1877. 

from Mr. Fottrell, proposing that the former should be paid direct 

by the Commissioners out of the moneys coming to the latter on foot Mr. Ennis, 
of the order given to him on the 22nd ult. for 150 tons of ground 
limestone. Moved by Mr. Reilly, seconded by Mr. O’Brien. Re- 
solved — 1 That the finance committee be authorized to facilitate the 
procuring of limestone (ground) from Liverpool by paying _ the 
vendor for the material when delivered in Kingstown, and certified 
for out of moneys then payable to Mr. John Fottrell, first getting 
the latter’s receipt for the amount to he so paid, in consequence of 
the saving of about £37 10s., which will be effected thereby to the 
rates, the material being delivered in Kingstown instead of as at 
present being drawn from Dublin by the Board’s staff.’ Question 
put and carried ; Mr. M'Evoy against." 

When the material was delivered, and Mr. Fottrell 
was about to be paid, I brought this resolution before 
the Finance Committee, and I said that he should 
give an indorsed receipt and I would pay them. In 
that way he indorsed a cheque to me, and I drew my 
cheque against it and sent it to them, and' then the 
balance was paid to Mr. Fottrell. 

463. Was that brought before Mr. Finlay ? — Most 
undoubtedly ; I stated that before him at the audit. 

464. Mr. Exham. — If it had been put up to public 
competition would it not have been got much cheaper? 

— We purchased that limestone from Mr. Fottrell, 
allowing him something above the actual value of the 
limestone for the liberty to use his patent. 

465. Mr. Lawless. — That does not meet Mr. 

Finlay’s objection at all ? — I have Dr. Webb’s opinion 
here saying that Mr. Finlay acted illegally. 

466. How much of that £2,000 borrowed for 
asphalting has been paid? — You will see £206 in the 
account ; that has been paid since on the surveyor’s 
certificate of the delivery of the full amount, and 
£20 7s. GtZ. to Mr. Worthington — and £280 5s. 11 d. 
has been paid since the 1st January, for the laying of 
the asphalte. 

467. Are the balances of the £2,000 for asphalte 
and of the other loans comprised in this balance of" 

£10,629 to your credit in the bank ? — Yes ; that 
£10,629 covers the entire of those sums. 

468. Do the Commissioners get interest for that 
£10,629 ? — They have invested £8,000 in new three 
per cent, stock. 

469. And as to the rest? — It is in course of ex- 
penditure. 

470. Are you receiving any interest on it ? — No. 

471. When was the £8,000 invested in the new 
three per cent, stock ? — The order of the finance com- 
mittee to buy it was made on the 9th February, 

1877. 

472. I find here that the Commissioners take credit 
for having paid Mr. Sharkey, for Parliamentary costs 
£1,237 7s. id., and then interest on those costs 
£54 17s. 9 d. 1 — Yes, interest from the date of the 
judgment at four per cent. We had not money to 
pay him till we borrowed the £1,700 from the Royal 
Exchange Insurance Company. 

473. Mr. Exham. — Under what Act had the Com- 
missioners power to raise that money to pay costs ? — 

Under the Kingtown Extension Act they have power 
to borrow £3,000, and the purposes to which it is to 
be applied are for any purposes the Commissioners 
may think proper. 

474. Do you hold that under the Act of 1874, the 
Town Commissioners could borrow £1,700 on the 
rates, for the purpose of paying costs? — Of course my 
opinion would not be worth much, but I can give you 
Dr. Webb’s opinion on the subject. There is no 
doubt about the money being applicable for that 
purpose. We took the opinion of Dr. Webb, and he 
said it was. 

475. The money was borrowed to be applied to the 
purpose for which it was so borrowed, and yet 
according to your view, the whole £3,000 could be 
applied to paying costs. Is that so?— Yes that is 
our opinion. 

476. Mr. Lawless. — Was it borrowed for the 
purpose of paying costs under the opinion of Counsel ? 

— Yes. 
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477. Was the balance of the £1,700 after paying 
Mr. Sharkey’s costs and interest applied to pay costs ? 
— I said that £200 was applied to pay the costs of 
the Act. 

478. Mr. Exham:. — Instead of paying it out of the 
rates it is paid out of capital which is a very different 
thing ? — It is really paid out of the rates. 

479. No, it is not! — I may state that I was in 
London at the time, and this &.ct is the result of a 
compromise. 

480. The Act of 18741 — Yes; the 22nd section. 
The clause was put in having it in view, that possibly 
Mi - . Sharkey would obtain costs; the £1,300 was 
certainly applied for the pipe laying of the tramsfei-red 
area and the extended township has the benefit of 
that £1,700, because the work necessary to be carried 
out there will be paid for out of the general rating of 
the township as extended. 

481. T have a- strong opinion that not a member of 
the committee who passed that clause of the Act had 
the slightest notion of the use that would be afterwards 
made of it, and certainly it was done most skilfully, if 
you have the power of spending it as you have done ? — 
The promoters of the bill, who were the ratepayers 
of the transferred area were represented, and did not 
object to it. 

482. Why is a sum of £117, agents’ commission 
for obtaining £11,700, charged to the ratepayers ? — I 
have no further explanation to give than the face of 
the accounts show. 

483. Is there any resolution of the Commissioners 
authorizing that payment to be made ? — I know it is 
a very common tiling for an ordinai - y borrower, but it 
is a very different thing- in the case of a public body 
dealing with the public money. I want to know to 
whom it was paid ? 

Mr. Barrett. — I may say that I opposed it. I am 
one of those who gave a personal undertaking that 
if it was illegal they would pay it. 

Mr. M'Evoy . — I also opposed it. 

484. Mr. Exham (to Town Clerk). — Did you bring 
it under the notice of Mr. Finlay 1 ! — Yes. He said it 
was a perfectly legal charge. 

485. Then I can only say, and I am certain Mr. 
Lawless will agree with me, that though we have in- 
vestigated the circumstances of many large towns, this 
is 'the first time we have heard of any commission being 
paid for loans ? — We wrote to the Local Government 
Board on the subject, and they said (I can produce 
their lettei - ) that they did not see anything illegal 
in it. 

486. Mr. Lawless. — I quite agree with what Mr. 
Exham has said, and I wish you to find the minute 
directing you to make this payment. 

487. Mr. M‘Evoy. — I object to another item which 
appears amongst the law costs. It is £400 for pro- 
moting the provisional order, which has not yet been 
granted or confirmed. It has not been issued by the 
Local Government Board, and of course has not been 
granted by Parliament. 

488. Tovm Clerk. — At the meeting of the board 
on the 19th May, 1876. (Reads) : — 

“Read a letter from Mr. Lalor as to loans of £11,700 and 
£14,000, and copy of letter snlimitted, which has been forwarded 
to the Local Government Board, on the legality of paying one per 
cent commission to the agents negotiating the loans. Moved and 
seconded— That should a reply in the affirmative be received from 
the Local Government Board as to the legality of paying one per 
cent commission, Mr. Lalor he, and he is hereby instructed to 
complete negotiations for obtaining the loans of £11,700 and 
£14,000 on the terms already agreed upon by the board. Question 
put and carried.” 

At the subsequent meeting on May 30th 

“Letter of 22nd inst. from the Local Government Board as to 
the legality of the Commissioners paving one per cent, commission 
■on the loans of £11,700 and £14,000’” 

489. Have you got that letter? — I must have 
handed it to the solicitor, showing him the legality of 
the proceeding. 


490. To whom were the £96 costs paid?— -To 
Messrs. Richards, solicitors to the Royal Exchange 
Company, including £10 to the local solicitors, Messra 
Anderson and Lee. We had to deal with an Englisli 
company. I went to the various insurance companies 
in Dublin, hut no one would lend us the money under 
five per cent. The chairman brought the matter before 
the board, and said he was in communication with 
brokers in Dublin, and would procure the money at 
four and a half per cent., they charging one per cent, 
commission ; and it was with the view to saving the 
half per cent, on the money that they paid that com- 
paratively small amount of one per cent. 

491. There is one item of expense in connexion 
with the Provisional Order which I wish explained. 
It is “Pees of professional witnesses, £60 18s." 
Were these witnesses examined before the Local 
Government Board Inspector with regard to the 
Kingstown and Glasthule drainage? — It did not affect 
either. There are two Provisional Orders. The 
counsel directed us to have two medical witnesses and 
two contractors examined before Mr. O’Brien, and 
those are their fees. 

492. Do the Harbour Commissioners of Kingstown 
exercise any authority in Kingstown or levy any rate? 
— The Kingstown Harbour Commissioners are the 
trustees for the harbour, and take the boundary road 
along the harbour in their charge, but they do not levy 
any rate in the township ; as to the tolls of the harbour 
1 do not know wbat they are. 

493. Do the Town Commissioners receive any of 
them? — No. The Harbour Commissioners maintain 
the main road along by the sea. They water and 
scavenge it occasionally, but do not get any rates : we 
get rates there. 

494. Do you mean the Crofton-road ? — Yes, and 
part of the Sandycove Harbour-road which is in o\u - 
township. 

495. Do they levy a rate of any kind whatever 
within the municipal limits of the Kingstown town- 
ship? — No. 

496. Do the town Commissioners of Kingstown 
light that boundary road ? — They light it partly : the 
Harbour Commissioners put up a few lamps there 
which they thought sufficient for their own purpose, 
but the rated inhabitants there applied for im- 
proved lighting and we gave them some additional 
lamps. 

497. Will you look to your abstract of accounts — 
the last accounts passed before Mr. Finlay. The 
total amount of rates as struck were £9,209 7s. 4 d.1 
—Yes. 

498. Then there are arrears of rates from 1875 
(including £5 5s. written off last year but since 
recovered), £22 17s. Id. ? — Yes. 

499. Those are the two rates included — the improve- 
ment rate and the road rate? — Yes. 

500. The amount of rates collected for the year, 
were £9,010 14s. lOd. ? — Yes. 

501. The improvement rate of Is. 5 d. in the 
pound included 5 d. in the pound water rate to the 
Dublin Corporation, and 5 cl. in the pound sinking 
fund rate, and interest on balance of the loan of 
£16,000; the road rate was also Is. 5 d. in the 
pound. Do those represent the entire rates levied in 
the year? — Yes ; with the exception of the sewerage 
rate ; you will also find the Kingstown sewerage rate 
and the Glasthule district sewerage rate were each 
Id. in the pound. 

502. From the rates of that year there are exemp- 
tions for noD-occupancy £140 9s. 4 d. under the Town 
Improvement Act. Are those exemptions obtained 
in the manner mentioned here yesterday? — Yes: by 
means of declarations of non-occupancy. 

503. There is another item of £58 3s. 2d. for bad 
debts, and persons rated but not liable ? — -Yes. It is 
only persons rated at the time we make the rates that 
are liable to pay them : it is only a personal liability. 


Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



MINUTES OF EVIDENCE. 


If one person leaves a house and another person comes 
in we cannot recover from him. 

504. Was there a balance in favour of the Commis- 
sioners at the beginning of the last financial year? — 
Yes, of £129 19s. id. 

505. How much were the market tolls and rent ? — 
£31 6s. id. ; I said yesterday that the market yard 
was let for £30 a year : we have a clerk there who 
weighs the hay and straw, and we charge certain tolls : 
the rent accrues in this way — 3s. a weekfor the entrance 
house; £8 8s. a year for the stable, and 26s. a year 
for the month or six weeks that the adjuster occupies 
the little office. 

506. By whom are these received ? — I receive the 
3s. a week and the tolls are received by the clerk on 
the spot. He keeps a book in which he enters his 
receipts and I check the blocks. He lodges the money 
with me, and I lodge it in the bank. The 26s. and 
the £8 8s. are paid to me, and I lodge them in the 
bank. 

507. What is that £80 6s 3 d. under the head 
“receipts for water services”? Having laid" the 
mains through the township we compel the house- 
holders to bring it into their houses : we have a 
•schedule of prices for doing it and the amount referred 
to was made up in this way. 

508. What is that item of £1 2s. received from Mr. 
Crosth waite for asphalte materials? — Some bitumen 
and limestone that he got from our store here. He 
said he would pay what was charged for it. That 
£1 2s. was the sum we charged for it, as made out by 
the town surveyor and storekeeper, and he paid it. 

509. Do you mean to say that he purchased these 
materials from the Commissioners ? — W ell, it was not 
quite a purchase; the person who was laying the 
asphalte at the time brought some of the materials to 
Mr. Crosthwaite’s yard. 

510. Did he, while Chairman of the Town Com- 
missioners, direct any persons employed by them to 
apply any of the materials paid for by the Commis- 
sioners to his own private use ? — It was reported here 
that certain asphalte materials were taken from our 
yard to Mr. Crosthwaite’s premises. The matter was 
brought before the committee and dealt with by them 
as an irregularity, and a minute was made to the effect 
that care should be taken that such a thing should not 
occur again. I was then directed to get a valuation 
made of the materials, which was done, and the amount 
was paid by Mr. Crostliwaite. 

511. Is that £1 2s. the amount? — Yes. Previously 
Mr. Crosthwaite came to me and to the surveyor and 
said that he could not get these materials anywhere 
else, and that he would very much like to get them 
from us. I said to him “ You had better come down 
to the committee next Wednesday, and you can arrange 
with them about it ;” but when the Commissioners 
met (six days afterwards), the materials had been 
taken away and used. 

512. Did they get a report from the storekeeper? 
— Yes. 

513. Was it made to the committee before any 
action had been taken with regard to this matter ? — 
Yes ; that set the committee in motion. 

514. Mr. Exham. — Who directed the storekeeper 
to give those materials out? — I cannot answer you 
that as I don’t know. 

515. Has not the storekeeper orders not to give 
anything out of the store without a written order from 
his superior ? — He has. 

516. Where is the store situated? — We use the 
yard attached to this building (town hall), as a store, 
and the market is also used partly as a store. 

517. What is the name of the storekeeper ? — John 
Tomlinson. 

518. What is he paid ? — 25s. a week. 

519. Has he all the property of the Commissioners 
(as regards stores), under his care ? — He has the entire 
charge of the stock of the Commissioners. 

520. Is he bound to keep a pi - oper account of the 
stock, and also of the consumption ? — Yes ; of the 


receipts and disbursements — the stores received and KmosToiHr. 
delivered. April e, isit. 

521. Delivered out by him? — Yes. Mr Ennis- 

522. Who tests the accuracy of his accounts ? Do 
you ?— They used to be submitted to the committee. 

I have not checked his books for some time. 

523. Are they ever laid before any committee now ? 

— Yes ; before the road committee. I think I stated 
ali-eady that I check his book of tolls weekly. 

524. That is a different thing altogether. I am 
asking about the materials — the property of the Com- 
missioners. 

Mr. M‘Evoy . — There used to be a store-book kept. 

The Town Clerk. — And there is one kept now. 

525. Mr. Exham (to the Town Clerk). — Are there 
any regulations or rules with respect to the conduct of 
the storekeeper ? — No. 

526. When was that book last brought before the 
committee? — In the commencement of the year 1876. 

The reason there is no great necessity for it is that- 
all these materials that go out to be used for public 
purposes must be checked by the surveyor who is in 
weekly communication with the road committee. The 
surveyor is held responsible for all these goods. 

527. Mr. Lawless. — Will you look to the credit 
side of the Commissioners’ cash account. I presume 
you are acquainted with the particulars of all these 
accounts? — Yes. 

528. Were those items of expenditure actually made 
in the course of the year? — Yes. 

529. And do those items in the expenditure side 
of the account represent the entire expenditure of the 
Commissioners as such during that year ? — Yes. 

530. Mr. Exham. — You say that some of that 
£16,000 was taken to pay costs? — Yes. 

531. Do you strike a separate rate here for the pay- 
ment of costs? — Yes. 

532. By what authority did you take any of that 
£16,000 to pay costs ? — By the costs clause of the Act 
of 1869. 

533. Did you strike a rate here — a regular rate — 
for a number of years for the purpose of paying these 
costs? — Yes. The cost of the Act of 1869 is laid at 
2d. in the pound, I believe. 

534. And have not to be paid out of the £16,000 ? 

— No. We pay that by annual instalments which re- 
quire that rate. 

535. Where is that rate in the balance-sheet? — The 
improvement rate is divided, and it is part of the im- 
provement rate. Of that 5 d. in the pound sinking 
fund rate, which you will see in the account, 3d. 
is for the water rate, and the remaining 2d. is for the 
costs. 

536. What does 2d. in the pound amount to? — 

£540 ; and it is only reducible each year by a few 
pounds — £7 10s. The nearest rate you could make 
to pay that is 2d. ? — As soon as it comes nearer Id. than 
2d. I’ll make it Id. 

537. How do you get your tailings, and stone and 
sand for repairing the roads ; is it got by contract ? — 

Yes. 

538. I see here the following minute. (Beads) — 

“ The secretary was directed to request Mr. Sexton to tender for 
250 tons, and also for 500 tons of each of three kinds of material 
proposed to be supplied by him, namely, broken stones, sand, and 
tailiilgs.” 

He was the only person in this part of the country 
who could supply us with those articles. 

539. Was there any advertisement published invit- 
ing tenders? — We have advertised for road material 
from time to time. 

540. Did you on this occasion? — I do not think 
there was ; hearing the minutes read I should say 
there was not. 

541. Do you state that there was no other person 
w illin g to tender ? — I am aware there was no other 
person could supply them. 

542. Is it a usual thing for the Commissioners to 
request a man to send in a tender ?-^In order to know 
the exact circumstances of such a matter as this, one 

F 
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must have local knowledge, and I know there was no 
other person ready to supply us. Knowing that he 
had the materials, and that we could get them from no 
one else, that resolution, which in fact simply meant 
for me to get from him the price at which he would 
supply us, was passed by the Commissioners. 

543. Do you know did he send in a tender 1 — I 
believe he did. It is now some two or three years 
ago. 

Mr. M'Evoy. —Patrick Byrne and another person 
applied for liberty to deliver a quantity of broken 
stone, but in consequence 6f Mr. Sexton’s tender it 
was not accepted. 

544. Town Clark. — Mr. Sexton’s tender was ac- 
cepted, because it was the lowest. The resolution 
says for me to ask Mr. Sexton to send in tenders, to 
be submitted to the next monthly meeting. 

545. Did . those other men ask to send in tenders, 
and were they not allowed to do so because Mr. 
Sexton’s tender was received! — Yes, and dealt with. 
The resolution directing me to ask him to tender was 
passed on the 8th April, 1874. Here is another reso- 
lution passed at the meeting on the 10th April, at 
which the monthly report of that committee was 
.read — 

“Moved and seconded that Mr. Sexton’s tender, now read, to 
supply broken stone at 3s. 10(7., and tailings and sand at 2s. 10(7. 
per ton, be accepted, and that 500 tons of broken stone and 250 
tons of tailings, and 250 tons of sand, be ordered. Put and carried." 

And the tenders of the other persons came in at a 
subsequent date. 

546. Are the materials supplied ever since on that 
tender ? — Mr. Sexton stated at the beginning of this 
year that he could not supply them any longer. I 
therefore advertised a few weeks ago asking contractors 
to send in tenders. 

547. Mr. Lawless. — Does it not appear from what 
you now say that Mr. Sexton’s contract was not ac- 
cepted, because it was the lowest. I thought you said 
it was accepted for that reason ? — No ; I said it was 
the lowest that had come before the Commissioners. 

548. Surely there was no competition at all : were 
there any tenders in previous to the 8th? — No, there 
were not. 

549. And on the 10th Mr. Sexton’s tender was 
.adopted by the Board ? — Yes. 

550. I thought you said it was accepted because it 
was the lowest? — No ; there were no other tenders 
.before the Board. It was on April 22nd that the 
other persons appeared. They were persons having a 
very small stock of materials to dispose of ; for in- 
stance, P. Byrne applied to deliver forty tons of stone 
at 4s. per' ton. 

551. Mr. Exham. — Are there not plenty of people 
in the country having stone to dispose of?— No; 
there is none to be got from anyone else except a few 
odd tons here and there. 

552. Was there a contract for Bray Head stone ? 
What was that contract ? — It was a contract with Mr. 
Worthington. The limestone, sand and tailings that 
we got from Mr. Sexton is suitable for roads on which 
there is not much traffic, but for several of the main 
streets on which there is a great deal, we have to pro- 
cure hard stone— Sliankill or Bray Head stone, and 
we. found it was much cheaper to get Bray Head 
stone. 

553.. Were tenders invited for supplying that stone? 
— There are only two kinds of hard stone we could 
-get. I am not sure whether tender's were invited at 
that time or not — my recollection of the matter is that 
I wrote to the parties who could supply us with hard 
stone— r the Bray Head tender was the lowest, and we 
accepted it. 

554. Who was the owner of the Shankill quarry ? 
— Mr. Seawright. • 

555. How much was the Bray Head stone per ton ? 
4s. per ton. 

556. Is there any resolution on the hooks that the 
secretary is to write to these parties to ;see at what 
juice they will supply the .stone, and .is there a resolu- 


tion that it is to he put up to tender ? — The railway 
company were supplying the stone, hut they disposed 
of their interest to Mr. Worthington, and then he 
supplied them. 

557. Is there but one quarry at Bray Head?— That 
. is all — only one. 

558. In fact we are to take it, these contracts were 
entered into with Mr. Sexton and Mr. Worthington 
without having been advertised at all ? — I do not be- 
lieve they were advertised. I know we did publish 
advertisements from time to time, but I cannot say in 
these particular instances. 

559. Mr. Lawless. — I see you have a market, and 
it appears to be a losing concern? — No ; the .market 
clerk you will see is also our storekeeper, and has 
charge of the materials used by the Commissioners, and 
a very great quantity comes from the scales in the 
market every year. What yon have there in the account 
would he for tolls or rent, or something extra. 

560. I see that the entire expenditure on the market 
for the year is £104 5s. 3 d., including the £65 salary 
to the market clerk, who is also storekeeper. Deducting 
that £65 altogether would leave the expenditure on 
the market £40, and against that you only received 
£31 6s. 4c?. ? — You may add £8 8s. to that for the 
stable which is a part of the market. 

561. What is your sanitary staff in the township, 
independent of the sub-sanitary officer, the sanitary 
officer, and so on ? How is the scavenging of the town- 
ship performed ? — It is done by a staff of workmen. 

562. What does that staff consist of? — We have 
now six horses ; we bought two additional during the 
year. We found that owing to the extension of the 
township we required more horses. 

563. What is the number of your sanitary staff?— 
We have fifteen men, who are employed at scavenging, 
road-making, and so on ; and we have six carters, so 
that we have a staff of twenty-one altogether. 

564. And their duty is to look after the scavenging 
of the town in addition to the road-making? — They do 
everything with respect to the maintenance of the roads 
in the township. 

565. What is done with the manure 1 — We have no 
manure except what is made in the stables. We were 
very glad to get leave from the Board of Works to use 
it for filling up purposes. It is not fit for anything 
else. 

566. Is there any collection of manure in the town? 
— No ; we do not collect the manure ; we collect the 
street sweepings. If we got a depot and filled it up it 
would be a nuisance. 

567. Is it hot a nuisance when pitched into a hole, 
the way you say you are allowed to do ?— There has 
been no complaint of any nuisance arising from it. 

568. Do you say that this stuff is not any value?— 
There might he some of it worth selling. I believe 
that in parts of the township, at a considerable distance 
from the quarry I referred to, some parties gave the 
carters who collect the sweepings leave, and they carted 
it into the fields of those parties, in the neighbourhood 
of the township. 

569. Did the carters get paid for doing that? — No; 
there is no payment given to them. 

570. Have there ever been complaints made of your 
officers se llin g the manure ? — On one or two occasions 
we heard of its being purchased at Id. or 2 d. a load, 
but we could never trace it. I asked one or two gentle- 
men myself with whom I was acquainted, who had got 
some of this stuff thrown into their grounds, did they 
ever pay the men anything, and they said they never 
did. I have no doubt that if the men got 2 d. a load 
for bringing it to any particular person they would 
do so. - 

571. Who is the person in charge of the scavenging 
staff? — The foreman, who is paid 30s. a week is imme- 
diately over them, and he is directly under the control 
of the town surveyor. 

572. Who gives directions as to where the men are 
•to deposit this stuff? — The town surveyor. 

573. Is it the foreman or the town surveyor does ■«» 
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The town surveyor will be best able to tell you that 

himself. 

574. Mr. Exham. — Could you not sell it as they do 
in other places, and make money of it ? — In one way it 
might turn out a loss ; under the present arrangement 
it requires fewer men and horses. If we had to cart 
away the manure I believe it would certainly show a 
decided loss. 

575. Are there any people living close to the hole 
into which you throw the sweepings ? — It is a very wide 
place, and the part where we empty it is very near the 
sea, so that no nuisance can arise from it. 

576. Where is it situated ? — It is close to the baths ; 
the railway runs near it I do not think the farmers 
would take the manure from you unless you paid them 
for doing it. 

577. Is the scavenging of the township satisfactorily 
done in your opinion 1 — -Well, really I think we have 
one of the cleanest towns that I know of. 

578. Does the sanitary officer make weekly reports 
to you with regard to the sanitary condition of the 
town? — He does to the Commissioners, sitting as the 
urban sanitary authority. 

579. Is there a sanitary committee? — The full 
Board is the sanitary committee. 

580. Do they meet only once a month? — The full 
Board meets on an average, three times in a month. 
The present working of the Sanitary Acts is most 
defective, owing to the roundabout system. First of 
all the inspectors make daily inspections; they find 
out where nuisances exist, and in some cases when 
they tell the person to have it abated it is done at once. 
In other- cases when if is not done, they must fill up 
notices and serve them on the medical sanitary officers, 
who on receipt thereof .fill up their reports, and make 
recommendations to the Commissioners. The Com- 
missioners take action on the doctor’s report; and 
then the matter goes back to the sub-sanitary officer 
again, and he serves another notice on the person to 
abate the nuisance. If he still refuses or neglects to 
comply with the terms of the notice a summons is 
taken out and served upon him; he then is brought 
into Court and a magistrate’s order is obtained, and 
then of course after that there must be a warrant. It 
is a very roundabout way. If the matter came before 
us at once we could get it set right sooner. 

581. Have you got one of the forms recommended 
by the Local Government Board? — I have. 

582. Have you any book in which the sanitary 
officer’s report is entered with the order made by the 
Board thereon ; and a column showing if the notice 
lias been served, and if so, whether it has been com- 
plied with or not? — We never got such a book since 
the adoption of the Public Health Act. We had some- 
thing of the sort before then. Mr. Robinson appeared 
to be satisfied with the way in which we were getting on. 


583. The Report goes in this form — “As sub- kinostowh. 
sanitary officer I hereby report that I have inspected April s, 1877. 
a certain privy, and find it to be in a filthy state, and ^ Ennis _ 

I recommend same to be cleansed.” In other places 
we found that a copy of that was entered in the book. 

Is that done here ? I do not find in your book any 
record to show that any cause of complaint was dealt 
with in any particular way. You, I believe, are the 
executive sanitary officer ? — -Yes ; I receive all those 
reports, and submit them to the meeting of the com- 1 
mittee, and send copies of them to the Local Govern- 
ment Board. 

584. If the sub-sanitary officers see the work carried 
out effectually, have you as executive sanitary officer 
anything to do ? — Yes ; I have to sign all the recom- 
mendations. The sub-sanitary officers do all the out- 
side work. In all cases of important summonses, such 
for instance, as cases of milk adulteration, I attend at 
the police court to conduct the case. 

585. Is Albert-road a good part of the town ? Is it 
a respectable place ? — There are a lot of small lanes 
about it. 

586. What sort of a place is Samdycove-road? — The 
road itself is a pretty good one, .but there are a good 
many small lanes off it. 

587. Has there been a house-to-house inspection 
here, to see if the houses have privies and ashpits, and 
branch drains connecting them with the main sewers ? 

— Undoubtedly, that is being done. 

. 588. When was it done? — It is being done now, 

and it is always being done. 

589. Under the Act you are the urban sanitary 
authority ? — Yes ; I believe that year after year you 
will find work done under the Public Health Act, but 
it is not to be supposed that in two or three years so 
much work could be done as to render it unncessary 
to do any more. 

590. There is one gentleman reported on the 10th 
and 11th of March, as providing no privies for the 
use of his tenants ; and here is a report that Messrs. 

Philips’ premises have no connexion with the main 
sewer ? — A main sewer was lately made there, and 
when we construct a main sewer we at once serve 
notices on the persons living there to connect with it. 

591. Axe you able to say that the 10th section of 
the Act of 1866 has been carried out here ? — I am 
very well able to state that, because in one case where 
a main sewer was made we caused all the houses to be 
connected with it. There were something like seventy- 
two houses connected. 

592. What is to be done about the houses in the 
rare of Islington, which I see referred to here? — I 
signed a notice, and it was served on the parly ; he 
got fourteen days, and the time is not expired yet. 

When the time is up if he has not done the work 
we will take proceedings against hi m . 
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593. Mr. Lawless. — Are you tlio town surveyor of 
this township ? — I am. 

594. How long have you been town surveyor here? 
— Since 1st April, 1869. 

595. Are you a civil engineer ? — I am. 

596. What are your duties? — They are those laid 
down by the Commissioners, which you heard read 
yesterday. (See question 394.) 

597. Is that what you are required by the board to 
do and not your own idea of your duties? — Yes. 

598. Is it not part of your duty from time to time 
to see that the scavenging of the township is properly 
done ? — Certainly. 

599. Mr. Exham. — What was your salary when 
you were first appointed? — £140. 

. 600. And now it is £250 1 — Yes. 

. 601. When you were appointed, was there any well- 
defined sewerage plan for the town ? — Ho. They had 
employed Mr- Palles, and he had prepared plans of 
the sewerage. 


. 602. Were these plans of Mr. Palles ever carried 
out? — No. 

603. Have you ever made any sewers since you 
were appointed ? — .Oh, yes ; a large amount of 
sewerage. 

604. Have you made them on plans giving an out- 
let? — We have -several outlets for the sewerage at the 
present moment. 

605. Where is the principal ? — The principal outlet 
is at the West Pier; and then we have another 
at the East Pier. We have the Glasthule river, and 
we have several openings in the foreshore towards 
Sandycove Harbour, eventually ending at Bullock 
Harbour. 

606. Were these made by you ? — No ; they were not. 

607. Were there connecting sewers made by you ? — 
No. We have applied for powers to make intercept- 
ing sewers. 

608. Did you make any sewer down at Sandycove 
Harbour ? — Yes. 

F 2 
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609. Was that the drainage of a large district or 
small ? — V ery small. 

610. Is that sewer in the condition now it was in 
originally ? — It has been broken up very much by the 
late rains. 

611. Was the Glasthule river sewer made by you ? 
— Yes. It is in the same condition ; portion has been 
very much damaged by the late gales. 

612. Do you examine the storekeeper’s books or 
stores? — The storekeeper’s books come before me when 
we are taking stock, and as a general rule, they are 
submitted to me ; but I do not take on myself to be 
storekeeper. 

613. Who gives orders to the storekeeper for 
materials ? — The orders are generally lodged in this or 
the other yard. I have never given orders for any- 
thing to go out except the asphalte. Our town clei’k 
issues orders for other matters. 

61 4. If any one of the men come in with a cart, 
does he get whatever he asks for without any docket ? 
— Oh, yes, so far as road materials ; he just tells the 
storekeeper. 

615. Is his word taken for it? — Yes. 

616. Do you mean to say that if any of the carters 
goes and asks for a load of stuff he will get it without 
any further trouble ? — I do not give any of it out. 

617. Suppose a man wants a load of gravel — is 
gravel kept in store ? — We have both sand, gravel, and 
block stone. 

618. Has any carter liberty to fill what he likes 
into his cart and carry it away ? — The carter is respon- 
sible to the head ganger, and he is to put it on the road. 

619. Mr. Lawless. — Does the storekeeper keep an 
account of the material that goes out from the yard ? 
— He does. 

620. Mr. Exham. — Have you been consulted about 
the contracts for the stones, &c. ? — Oh, yes. 

621. Do you make reports as to the quality of 
them? — From time to time — at committee meetings. 

622. Axe they favourable or the reverse? — I make 
monthlyreports showingthequantityof stonesgivenout. 

623. If the Commissioners want a quantity of stones, 
are you consulted by them as to the quality of the 
stones? — Yes, I am. 

624. Are you consulted as to the price ? — Well, the 
prices they generally decide on themselves. 

625. You said you had the asphalte under your own 
charge ? — Oh, no ; I said I did not give any order for 
anything to go out but the asphalte. 

626. Does the storekeeper who has the asphalte in 
charge give it out except on your orders ? — He does not. 

627. Did you give an order for this small quantity 
for Mr. Crosth waite ? — 1 did not. 

628. Did you get any return of its having been 
taken ? — Yes ; from the storekeeper, I think, next day. 
In fact he was not aware the stuff was going in that 
direction until the man told him. 

629. Who was the man who carried it away ? — He 
was one of our regular staff. 

630. Was it taken in one of your own carts ? — Yes. 

631. How many loads went out ? — A few hundred- 
weight. 

632. Have you broken up some of that asphalte 
from time to time ? — Occasionally. 

633. Has any of that, do you know, been taken by 
people ? — Not that I know of. 

634. Is it worth much ? — Oh, yes ; if it is pure 
“ rock” asphalte you can boil it over again and lay it 
down. 

635. I allude to some of the old asphalte? — Possibly 
I may have allowed some of that to be taken. 

636. Have there been complaints made from time 
to time before the Commissioners about you ? — Oh, 
frequently. 

637. Were those complaints investigated by the 
committee from time to time ? — They were investigated 
fully. 

638. What was done with respect to those com- 
plaints? — Really, I do not know — more than that I 
got an increase of salary. 


639. Was there any complaint made against you 
for certifying for stones being delivered in when in 
point of feet they were not delivered in ? — No. 

640. Hydrant stones for instance? — No, I think not 

641. Was there any investigation by the Commis- 
sioners in June, 1871, about a thing of this kind? 

There may have been about the quality of stones • but 
nothing that I remember about the stock. There was 
a difference about the material to be selected for hydrant 
stones. The material was to be Dalkey granite ; some 
portion of the stones turned out to be not Dalkey 
granite, and on an investigation the Commissioners got 
a reduction in the price from the contractor. 

642. Did you certify that the stones were Dalkey 
granite when they were not? — I did not. My certifi- 
cate was thrown overboard, and the Commissioners paid 
the contractors without my certificate. I mean to say 
I never certified. The contract was paid by the chair- 
man for the time being. 

643. Were the stones taken into store ? — They were 
delivered on the ground. 

644. Were they used ? — Oh, certainly. 

645. Were they accepted by you, and used by you 
as being those contracted for? — Certainly, with the 
understanding that the benefit of the reduction would 
be given to the Commissioners. 

646. What was the contract ? — The contract was for 
hydrant stones of Dalkey granite, three feet square ; 
and, in place of being Dalkey granite, some few were 
the mountain granite — an inferior kind of granite, for 
which the Commissioners got a reduction of £50. 

647. Do you recollect Mr. Robinson’s investigation 
in March, 1874 t— ' Yes. 

648. Did you then prepare the plans to be submitted 
to him for the drainage ? — I did. 

649. Are they .the same plans that were afterwards 
submitted to Mr. O'Brien? — No; totally different 
ones. 

650. Were the plans submitted by you to Mr. 
Robinson adopted?— They were. We got the money 
to carry them out. 

651. Have they been carried out in their entirety ? 
—Yes. 

652. Were they the plans for which the £8,000 and 
£2,000 were borrowed ? — Yes. 

653. With regard to the plans for which the £2,000 
was borrowed, will all your plans be executed for the 
£2,000 ? — Yes, with the exception of £10. 

654. With regard to the Kingstown district, will 
they be completed for the £8,000 or anything like it? 
— We have not got tenders, but so far as we have gone 
I think the woi-ks are within my estimate. 

655. Are not the tenders which were not accepted, 
nearly double your estimate? — Yes. 

656. Can they be done, do you think ? — Yes, I think 
I will be able to modify the plans. 

657. But is it your opinion that the plans prepared 
by you and passed by Mr. Robinson can be done at 
your estimate ? — Well, it is my opinion they can. Some 
portions of it may be more ; but others will come in 
less, I think. 

658. We understood from Mr. Ennis, yesterday, you 
could not cany out the plans in their entirety ? — What 
he meant was that we would have to go to the Local 
Government Board to borrow more money for the 
internal drainage. 

659. I understood the reason you were not going to 
carry out what was to be done for the £8,000 was be- 
cause you had not got tenders for that? — No; the 
reason we stopped was because the tenders were 
altogether larger than my estimate. 

660. I see by the last report that contracts had been 
accepted for Mulgrave and Royal terraces, Crosthwaite- 
park, and Tivoli-road, but not then started. -Have 
those contracts been started? — In Mulgrave-terrace we 
have started ; Crosthwaite-park is not started, Royal- 
terrace is commenced, and we are just at Tivoli-terrace. 
The weather was against us. 

661. Have the contracts for those places been more 
than your estimate ? — Yes. 
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662. How much of the £8,000 do they exhaust ? — 
About £3,500. 

663. Then you will have £4,500 more ? — Yes, for 
Kingstown. 

664. Do you think the £4,500 more will do the 
work for Kingstown ? — I think I will be able to do it. 

665. Is it correct to say that for Lower George’s- 
street the lowest tender was £1,400, and your estimate 
was £7641 — Yes. 

666. Do you think you can get it done for £764 1 — I 
think we can get it done for sixty-five per cent, over it. 

667. When was that tender sent in for the £1,400 1 
— Late last year I think — September or October. 

668. Is it your experience that the prices are getting 
low, so as to enable the men to come down with their 
tenders, or are they getting higher 1 — The prices of 
some materials are lower; the price of bricks is 
higher. Bat men’s wages are higher, and they do 
less work. 

669. Do you still think you can do the sewerage for 
the estimate 1 — Yes ; I think I will be able to make a 
sewer for it. 

670. A sewer ; but will it be the sewer provided 
for in your specification 1 — Very nearly. 

671. I ask you, can you .get the work in your esti- 
mate done for £764 1 — Not without modifications. 

672. I want to know, Mr. Doyle, do you propose to 
go to the Local Government Board to get their sanc- 
tion for a “ modification 1 ” — I do not think it is 
necessary. 

673. Have the Commissioners authorized you to 
modify the plans sent in to the Local Government 
Board Inspector, on the strength of which you got the 
money 1 — No ; I intend to take upon myself the re- 
sponsibility. You do not take the view I do of it 
perhaps. In designing these works here, for instance, 
out in the main street, we have got pits sunk in tire 
street to see what is the class of material we -will find. 
We find there is a quantity of rock, and that on 
examination, we need not have the sewer so deep as 
we originally intended, if I can modify the works. 
Again, down in Lower George’s-street it was assumed 
by the contractor it was all rock, whereas it tinned 
out to be a clayey soil. We have had test pits sunk 
all through, however, and we find the great majority 
of the soil is clay. I find I can lighten the work, and 
not have so much excavation. I believe those are 
modifications I can adopt. 

674. The next contract, I find, is Mellifont-avenue 
and Lower George’s-street. The tenders are £1,380, 
£1,480, and £1,490; and your estimate is £927. 
For Northumberland-avenue the tenders were £600 
and £590. Is that sol — Yes; in those cases I believe 
the tenders are excessive. 

675. What is your estimate for “ No. 3” sewer 1 — 
My estimate is £5,900 odd.' We have no power to 
make that yet. 

676. At the time you went before the Local Govern- 
ment Board, or their inspector, had you satisfied your- 
self as to the propriety of the works that you recom- 
mended tp be done by actual tests 1 — Of course, from 
my local knowledge; and without going into these 
test-pits, I arranged the plans as I thought best. 

677. Did you consider the works you proposed to 
do would have been sufficient for the purpose that they 
were intended for— that is, for completely draining 
those ten districts 1 — Well, yes, at the time. It was 
decided not to go further than £10,000. In 1868 I 
made plans for internal sewerage, which would cost 
£10,000. These went to the Local Government Board, 
and were approved of ; and we would have got more, 
but afterwards we thought the £10,000 would be suf- 
ficient. 

678. Will you be able to give us your plans as laid 
before Mr. Robinson and Mr. O’Brien. Of course you 
ascertained yourself that the levels were all correct, 
and that the same was the case with regard to Mr. 
O’Brien’s plans 1— Yes, I did, very carefully. 

679. Have you put ventilators in the sewers that 
are constructed 1 — Yes. 


680. Of what description 1 — There are several kinds. Kingstown. - 

681. How many are there laid on "the Glenageary- April 6, iS7r.. - 

road 1— Three. jk f^ ois 

682. Is that quite sufficient 1 — Quite enough. boyle. 

683. What is the length of the Glenageary-roadl — 

From beginning to end about 3,000 and odd feet. 

684. Well, that is a good long distance — over half 
a mile. Have, you only three ventilators in thatl — 

There will be, when it is completed, three good venti- 
lators. . It is going up a hill very fast, and even one 
good one at the top would be sufficient. 

685. I suppose in the works you have contracted 
for that you have a quantity of pipe sewerage 1 — A 
great deal. 

686. In your specifications did you take care to pro- 
vide that those sewer-pipes were to be properly jointed 
with cement 1 — No, 1 do not ; I do not believe in it. 

687. How are they fastened together 1 — By staunch- 
ing clay. I am borne out in my opinion by Mr. Raw- 
linson, engineer to the Local Government Board in 
England. 

688. What have you used in the construction of 
those sewers 1 — In the brick sewers the very best des- 
cription of best county of Dublin grey stock bricks. 

We have* been using in some parts of what we call 
cellars and man-holes some of the very best selected 
M'Cormack’s bricks, which the builders here approve 
of, and which are equal to the best county Dublin 
bricks. 

689. Did you inspect these bricks from day to day 
yourself 1 — Constantly. 

690. Did you see there any bricks not properly 
burned, and broken ones 1 — Anything I do not approve 
of I order at once off the ground. 

691. Did you see any bricks with the lime showing 
out through them 1 — I did not. 

692. Mr. Lawless. — Did you ever reject any 1 — I 
did. 

693. Mr. Exham. — Do you undertake to say now 
there are no bricks in the new sewers that are not half 
burned 1 — I do. 

694. Were there any broken bricks used? — Some 
were used — -may have been used. 

695. Do you consider a brick to be a good brick that 
has a quantity of lime that you can scrape with your 
finger? — No ; in the grey stock bricks, however, you 
find cores of lime in the middle of them. 

696. Do you call those good bricks? — No. 

697. Did you see any you could scrape the limestone 
out of with your nail ?— I did not. 

698. Do you say none were used? — I do. 

699. Did you see any small bricks used ? — Some. 

700. Did you see any broken bricks used among the 
smaller ones? — No. 

701. Did you not tell me just now that broken bits 
of brick may have been used, and were used ? — There 
may have been some, to block a joint. 

702. Did you see heaps of these kind of bricks de- 
posited? — Yes. 

703. Did you see heaps of broken bits of brick among 
them? — Yes, they were taken away. 

704. Did you see them used in the building of the- 
arch ?— -No ; they were not even allowed to remain on 
the ground. 

705. Had you a clerk of works there to see they 
were not left on the ground ? — Yes, an efficient and 
competent man. 

706. You say there were bricks used which were not 
county Dublin bricks ? — They are county Dublin bricks. 

707. Are they what are known in the trade as the 
“ best county Dublin grey stock bricks”? — No, they 
were not. 

708. Do you recollect tins in your own specification 
—(reading) : — 

“ All the bricks used must be the best county Dublin grey stock 
brick." 

Were any used which were not of that quality? — 

There were. 

709. Do you mean to say you reported to the Com- 
missioners that they were not according to your specifi- 
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cation, and that they authorized you to accept them ? 
— There were bricks used in what we call the cellars 
and ma n-holes of the pipe sewers in which a few 
M'Cormack’s bricks were used, but not the specified 
brick. That was brought before the Commissioners, 
and I .said they were as good as the specified bricks, 
and they were used. 

710. Did you order the clerk of works to have the 
bricks removed? — No; I told him if the Commis- 
sioners rejected them to have them taken away. 

711. Why were they not removed at once? — Oh, 
there is a latitude given to every man. 

712. Mr. Exham reads : — 

“ No broken bricks or bits to be brought on the ground, and all ' 
inferior or rejected bricks must be instantly carted away.” 

Did you allow any to be used contrary to that? — 
Some were. 

713. Mr. Lawless. — Did the 'Commissioners give 
you any directions in the matter ? — The Commissioners 
knew a good brick as well as anyone, and they were 
perfectly satisfied. 

714. Did you apprize them in your written report 
that bricks not according to the specification were 
used ? — No, because I was here to make a verbal state- 
ment ; and they submitted to these bricks being used. 
The inspector reported to the Commissioners that those 
bricks were inferior. 

Witness (at the request of Mr. M‘Evoy) then read 
hj.s report of October, 1876, in which he stated that 
some of -the bricks supplied were Athy stock bricks 
which were in witness’s opinion as good as any county 
Dublin bricks. 

715. Is it a fact that Athy bricks and Bog-hall 
bricks are not as good as the best county Dublin grey 
stock bricks? — Oh, you are perfectly mistaken. 

716. Is there any difference in the price? — Well, in 
Kingstown I do hot think there is ; and if there is, the 
Athy being smaller it acts against the contractor. 

717. Mr. Exham. — Who was the contractor in re- 
lation to whom the report of the clerk of works of 
July 7th, was made? — I think that was in Tivoli- 
terrace. That was the building a man-hole. The con- 
tractor was Mi\ Pluck. 

718. Have you any report made by that man as to 
the Glenageary-road, about seven weeks ago? — The 
best description of brick was brought there. An odd 
one may have escaped the best man in the world ; but 
they were the best county Dublin grey stock brick. 

719. Are not the Bog-hall bricks always considered 
inferior ? — You can select some remarkably good bricks 
amongst them. Some, if properly burned, turn out as 
good bricks as any in the world. 

720. If you see in a brick a great quantity of white 
specks like lime, is not that a sigh of a brick being 
bad? — Well, it shows there is some limestone in it. 

721. Is not such a description of brick particularly 
bad for sewers ; because I always understood the 
moment the water comes in the material begins to 
waste away ? — Yes. 

722. Did you ever see a quantity of these bricks 
yourself up there 1—1 did not. 

723. Was there to be a vacant space behind the 
arches to be filled up ? — No. 

724. Because by the specification is it not provided 
that portion should be wedged with granite ? — When 
there is defective ground or anything of that kind, we 
back it with rubble concrete, or any hard stuff to 
prevent it from spreading. 

725. What I want to know is this : — Do you t.TiinV 
it was a proper thing to put heavy moist earth in the 
vacant space behind parts of the sides of the arches? 
I find you provide — ^reading from specification) — 

“Any vacant space between to be filled up with concrete, &c., 
previous to the bricks being put in.” 

Witness.— I saw that, and we changed it. I have had 
a great deal of experience in this class of work, and 
this work you allude to is carried out remarkably well. 

- 726. Well, I supposed you satisfied yourself with 
regard to the lime and mortar?— -Yes. 


727. Was it preparedjustas you stipulated, and in the 
quantities ? — I venture to say, there is as good material 
in those works as there is in Ireland. 

728. Why was this struck out of the specification 
in the conditions of the contract : — 

“The contractor to make provision for a clerk of works to be 
appointed by the town surveyor at a salary not exceeding 6s. a day 
to be paid in such manner as the town surveyor may direct”? 1 ’ 

When I came to this town first that was the speci- 
fication. I proposed about the necessity of the Commis- 
sioners appointing a clerk of works. I put it in the 
specification that the Commissioners appoint a clerk of 
works, and that was done. There was objection made, 
and in consequence of that this clause has been struck 
out of every specification. I got this form printed 
originally. 

729. Mr. Lawless. — Do the Commissioners now 
pay the clerk of works ? — They do. They pay him two 
guineas a week. 

730. Mr. Exham. — You know a place called Breffhi- 
terrace. Are you certain the pipes are connected with 
the main sewer there from the houses ? — There is what 
we call a “ saddle ” left opposite each house, and all 
you have to do is to raise that saddle- off when you 
want to lay a pipe. It amounts to the very same 
thing. 

731. Do you mean t& say that opposite Breffini-ter- 
race there ri some nine-inch pipe built with Roman 
cement into the side wall of the sewer opposite the 
houses ? — No ; but there is an aperture left in the sewer 
pipe to have the house pipe connected to it. 

732. Do you leave an off-set from the sewer? — No, 
we leave what we call a “ cover” opposite it. 

733. Do you break a hole in it ? — No, the cover is 
taken off. It is a patent. You lift the cover off, and 
then in the cover you make the aperture. 

734. Mr. Lawless. — Is the working equally effec- 
tual ? — Just the same. 

735. Mr. Exham. — You stated that £390 was the 
amount for the drainage of Crosthwaite-park. Is it 
the case that in the works originally passed the drain- 
age there was not contemplated or intended ? — We did 
not then provide for the drainage of Crosthwaite-park, 
I did not consider it requisite. 

736. Was it deliberately omitted by you at first ? — 
Yes. After doing Tivoli-terrace we had £210 to spare. 
The sewers in Crosthwaite-park are running through 
private grounds. The owners objected to the making 
of sewers, because building was going on. Then the 
Commissioners thought the £210 we had from Tivoli- 
terrace might be devoted to the construction of the 
drains in Crosthwaite-park. 

737. " Did you not think the £210 might be applied to 
make the other sewers in the town which you considered 
to be so necessary ? — There were no places to make 
sewers in with that money. 

738. Who suggested the change? — With my own 
ideas about it, and the money we had saved, I thought 
we might make the change. 

739. Were, there any complaints of the works origi- 
nally planned not being made ? — There were. 

740. At what time were these plans made? — In 
1873. 

741. When did you change your mind? — Last year, 
when we found we had £210 to save. 

742: Were you ordered by any resolution of the 
Commissioners to alter the plans %- — I was not. 

743. Mr. Lawless. — Did you suggest yourself to the 
Commissioners to change them? — I did; and I think 
it was perfectly right to do so. 

744. Mr. Exham. — Did you do it in writing ? — No, 
I did it in committee of the house, I think. 

745. Mr. Ennis says, and writes actually to the 
Local Government Board, that you forgot to do the 
work at the time and asked the Board to be allowed to 
correct the plans in consequence ? — I did not forget it. 

746. Well, Mr. Ennis says that he was directed to 
make the statement ? 

Mr. Ennis. — I said that “ overlook ” would have 
been a better word. 
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747. Mr. Lawless. — You used both words in your 
letter. 

748. Mr. Exham. — But now he says he did not 
overlook it, but that he did it deliberately. 

Mr . Ennis . — In the meeting of the sewers and 
market committee, August 11th, 1876, you have : — 

“ The town surveyor submitted plaus and specifications o £ sowers 
for Crosthwaite Park drainage. It was moved by Mr. Edward 
Roche, seconded by Dr. Roche, and resolved : — 1 That the contract 
plans for the drainage of Crosthwaite Park be and they are hereby 
approved of, and that tenders for the carrying out the works in 
accordance therewith be advertised for to be submitted to next 
monthly meeting. Put and carried.' " 

749. Who was the chairman ? — Mr. Crosthwaite. 

750. Who directed the town surveyor to make any 
plans for Crosthwaite Park ? 

Mr. Doyle. — I was directed certainly. 

751. By whom? — Mr. Doyle. — It will be found on 
the books. I think if you go back to the sanitary 
part, Mr. Ennis, you will find there was some direction 
given in the matter. 

752. You mentioned that your salary was at first 
£140. When was it raised ? — It was raised to £200, 

I think when the waterworks were brought in, in 
1870 ; and the last rise was in July, 1876. It is now 
£250. 

753. Mr. Exham (suggested by Mr. M‘Evoy). — 
Had you known Milligan before he was appointed 
clerk of works ? — I often saw him working in the 
streets, and I knew he was surveyor to the Building 
Society. 

754. Did you know whether he had any experience 
in laying pipe sewers? — Very few have that; it is 
only a late introduction into this country. As to lay- 
ing pipes in the street, I do not suppose he had. 

755. Were you consulted as to his fitness? — I do 
not think I was. He was a local man known to every 
gentleman here. I think his qualifications were well 
known to everyone. 

[Mr. TCtttam then read Mr. Milligan’s application 
for the appointment, which stated he was a stone- 
mason.] 

756. Mr. TCtitam (reading the application of another 
candidate) : — 

“ Having seen your advertisement in the Irish Times for a clerk 
of works, I beg leave to offer myself in the same capacity. I acted 
so in laying the Vartry mains for Messrs. Edmundson and Co. 

« (Signed), William Andrew Cooke.” 

So that this, at all events, would be a set-ofl' against 
Mr. Milligan’s local knowledge. Here is another : — 

“ X have been clerk of works for many years in the Royal Engi- 
neering Department; and I retired from ill health in 1861,. and 
proceeded to the Artillery department where I acted as assistant 
under a land surveyor. 

« (Signed), Jobs M ‘Mahon, Clerk of Works, 

“Royal Artillery, Engineer’s Department.” 


sewerage in that direction, and we propose to turn the Kingstown. 
Glasthule sewerage in the other direction. April 6 , 1877 . 

761. Mr. Lawless (reading from minutes). — I find ^ 

that at a meeting of the full board, it was : — A Doyle. 

“Moved by Mr. Kelly, seconded by Mr. Reilly, and resolved, — 

That plans and specifications for sewers in Mulgrave-street, Mul- 
grave-terrace, Royal-terrace, Tivoli-road, and Crosthwaiterpark be 
and are here referred to Mo. 1 Committee, to be examined, and 
when approved of, Committee to advertise for tenders for carrying 
out same. Tenders to be advertised for on next meeting.” 

That was on the 3rd of July. Is there any trace of 
the directions by which those plaus and specifications 
were made? 

Mr. Ennis . — From the reading of the minute it 
would appear merely that those plans were laid on the 
table in furtherance of the resolution. 

762. Mr. Exham. — You have certainly told us 
already, Mr. Doyle, that you got directions from the 
Commissioners to prepare these plans? — I am con- 
vinced I did. 

763. Were they given in the board-room, or were 
written directions sent you ? — It must have been in 
the board-room, I think. 

764. Where is the order in the book? — (No answer). 

Mr. Kelly . — Since the time of the inquiry by Mr. 

Robinson a large number of houses have been built 
which require sewerage accommodation. 

765. Mr. Exham. — At the time your salary was 
raised was there a stipulation that you were to give 
your entire time to the Town Commissioners ? — Yes. 

766. Is there a resolution to that effect on the books? 

—Yes. 

767. Do you consider yourself at liberty to accept a 
professional engagement out of Kingstown ? — No. 

768. Have you ever done work for any other town? 

— Oh, yes, for the Nenagh Board of Guardians I did a 
considerable amount of work, but I did not do it with- 
out getting leave of absence. 

Mr. Ennis . — In January, 1868, this resolution was 
passed in reference to the town surveyor — 

“That the snrveyor is not to hold any other public employment, 
or to undertake- any contract without the special permission of the 
Board." 

769. Is there any other resolution since that ? — -Mr. 

Emm . — That was the resolution passed at his appoint- 
ment, but there is another on the 12th June, 1872, as 
follows. Mr. M'Evoy, chairman — 

“ On motion of the chairman, seconded by Mr. Sullivan. Re- 
solved — ‘ That, shouldthe surveyor of this township undertake work 
other than that permitted him by the Act of Parliament without 
the leave of this Board, it would be the duty of the Board to take 
the necessary steps for his removal from office.’ Passed unani- 
mously." 

770. Have you done any work besides the work yon 
did in Nenagh? — Yes, I have done waterworks in 
Letterkenny. 

771. When were the Nenagh works done?— They 


"Whs your opinion asked as to the fitness of the can- 
didates ? — It was not ; hut there were some of the 
applicants that I would object to. There were some 
of them who would not know one brick from 
another. 

757. Had you anything to say to the preparation 
of plans for the town hall ? — Never. 

758. Did you prepare plans different from Sir John 
Hawkshaw’s? — I did, for the intercepting and outfall 
sewer. 

759. Which are to be. carried out? — My plans are 
to be carried out. 

'760. Were you required to prepare them after Sir 
John Hawkshaw’s had been given in %— No ; I reported 
my plans to Sir John Hawkshaw. In 18-70 Mr. 
M'Evoy employed Mr. Hassard. I and some others 
made a set of plans, and Sir John examined them. 

. He recommended an independent set of plans of his 
own, having an intercepting outfall, and that the best 
plan would he to run the whole of the sewerage to the 
1 west pier of Kingstown harbour. We are not allowed 
to do that by the Board of Works. We put as much to 
it, however, as we can; we have put all the Kingstown 


were finished last December. .. 

772. How long were they going on ? — -About four 
months. 

773. Did you prepare the plans ? — Yes. 

774. When were the Letterkenny works executed ? 
— This time two years. 

775. How often were you down in Letterkenny ? — 
Only once. 

776. Were yon engaged in any other works besides 
the Nenagh and Letterkenny ? — Yes ; I was employed 
about the Letterkenny railway. 

777. Did you superintend the carrying out of the 
work? — No; I only prepared the plans and specifica- 
tions. 

778. Mr. Lawless (to Mr. Ennis). — Is there any 
record of Mr. Doyle asking for leave to undertake those 
works ? — No, only for leave of absence simply* without 
reference to anything. 

779. Was it leave of absence to go to attend to other 
business elsewhere 1 — So far as application for leave of 
absence was concerned, it was for ordinary vacation. 

780. Mr. Exit am (to vntness). — Did you ever ask the 
Commissioners’ leave to undertake these works? — No; 
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I did not think it came -within their scope. I thought 
anything not interfering with the legitimate office of 
the township, I had a right to do. 

781. Mr. Lawless. — Can you undertake to say that 
those works in Nenagh and Letterkenny did not inter- 
fere with your work in the township ? — They did not. 

782. Mr. Exham. — Have there been many branch 
sewerage communications made with the houses ? — A 
number. 

783. Have they been done by the people themselves ? 
— No, by the contractor. 

784. Have you taken any part in it ? — No ; during 
the time the contractor has possession of the sewer he 
does not allow anyone else to connect with it. But he 
undertakes the work of constructing branch sewers on 
either side ;■ if they require a connexion he puts it in 
for them at a fixed schedule of prices. 

785. Mr. Exham (suggested by Mr. M‘Evoy). — Are 
the householders given notice of this ? — They are, in 
every case. They generally submit all these points to 
me. 

786. Mr. Lawless (for Mr. Perrin). — Is that out- 
fall into Bullock harbour within the Kingstown town- 
ship ? — It is inside the Kingstown township. 

787. Does it go into the Dalkey township ? — It does 
not ; we claim that portion as ours. 

788. Was there any dispute about it? — They were 
beginning to dispute about it, but they thought better 
of it. 

789. Mr. Exham. — Can you give me the per-centage 
of houses within 100 feet of the main sewers which are 
without connecting drains? — There are not any that I 
am aware of. 

790. Mr. Lawless. — Not even some of the poorer 
houses? — W ell, some of the poorer houses have no backs 
at all. 

791. I believe there are some exceedingly poor 
houses in the centre of Kingstown? — Exceedingly 
poor. 

792. Are these very badly provided with sewerage 
•accommodation? — They are. The whole of those 
places should be levelled to the ground to make other 
arrangements. 

793. Have you ever found any difficulty with the 
owners of property in Kingstown in getting works 
such as drainage done ? — We find some difficulty to get 
in to make works, or to go there to examine.- 

794. Do the Commissioners generally show an 
anxiety to have those works proper for the improve- 
ment of the town carried out ? — Oh, I should say so. 

795. Have you anything to do with the carrying 
out of the sanitary arrangements of the town? — I do 
not consider I have, beyond telling the scavengers to 
go into the streets, lanes, and alleys occasionally ; but 
the scavenging is not put under the head of “ Sanitary 
work.” You cannot keep the streets in repair with- 
out cleaning them. I wish to say there were a great 
many old sewers, when we commenced, doing duty 
very well ; and since I came here we constructed about 
six miles of sewerage. 


796. How many miles of sewerage do you calculate 
there are now ?— There are eight miles of old sewers 
and we have constructed since 1868 upwards of six 
miles. I calculate we have spent over £7,000 odd in 
their construction. The mileage of the town would 
be about twenty-two miles up the main streets. 

797. Mr. Lawless (for Mr. Kelly). — How iong do 

you consider it will take to work out the plans ? I 

think in two years we ought to finish all. I mean 
that in two years we ought to spend all the money on 
the sewers that the Local Government Board have 
approved of. 

798. Do you think Kingstown will be properly 
sewered when those are completed ? — I do ; but the 
township is increasing. 

799. Mr. Exham. — In your estimate for the year 
ending December, 1875, you estimate for 550 tons of 
Bray Head s'tone, and you only used 212 tons or not 
one-half? — I cannot get sufficient number of me n to 
break the Bray Head stone in the quantities I require, 
and then I have to fall back on the limestone. 

800. (Suggested by Mr. Kelly). — Is there any other 
man could supply you with lime or sandstone within 

five or six miles of Kingstown except Mr. Sexton? 

There is nothing but what are called the Lansdowne 
quarries and we can only get one or two tons at a 
time. 

Mr. Kelly. — With regard to the stone of Bray Head, 
it is of such a nature that we do not approve of it 
latterly ; and a committee has been appointed at the 
present moment to go to Howth and Greystones to 
look for stone. 

Mr. Ennis reads following minute : — . 

“April 2nd, Resolved — ‘That No. 2 Committee be authorized to 
spend £2 in inspecting the quarries in Howth, Greystones, and 
elsewhere, in order to enable them to report on the best quality of 
hard stone for metalling the roads.’ ” 

A Mr. J ohn Henry here complained that the sewer- 
age of eight houses in his district were at present in a 
“ frightful” state, owing to there being no proper accom- 
modation or sewerage, that the night soil was thrown 
on the open street, and was often left for a long time 
before it was removed by the carters. Also, that he 
had reported to the sanitary officer at five o’clock 
yesterday evening that the soil was then lying there. 

801. Mr. Lawless (to Mr. Henry). — To what sani- 
tary officer ? — To Mr. Craig, a very respectable man. 

802. Has that occurred to your knowledge more 
than once ? — It has. It lies against the opposite wall 
until it drains off. These men do not collect the soil. 

803. Mr. Lawless (to Mr. Ennis). — Has this been 
made the subject of any complaint?-— Of course, it has 
not come before us as yet. 

804. Have these houses been ever made the subject 
of a report by any sanitary officer ? — These houses are 
the property of two neighbours in dispute. I have 
got a notice from Mr. Henry to proceed against Mr. 
Long for nuisance. 

The inquiry was then adjourned to the following 
morning. 


April 7 , 1877 . 


April 7 , 1877 . 


Mr. Frauds 
A. Doyle. 


Mr. Francis A. Doyle recalled: 


805. Mr. Exham. — You mentioned yesterday the 
difficulty there was in getting hard stone ? — I referred 
to the difficulty in getting limestone. It is‘ not so 
difficult to get the hard stone. The reason there was 
not so much used as was in the estimate for that 
year, was because of the difficulty of getting the stone 
broken. 

806. When did that difficulty occur ? — In that year. 

807. And not until then ? — No. 

808. I have now to ask you were there complaints 
made against you during the years 1871, 1872, 1873, 
and 1874, for irregularities ? — I think there were. 

809. What was the nature of the complaints made 


against you ? — If Mr. Ennis will refer to the book he 
can tell you. 

810. Mr. Lawless. — W as there ever an application 
made to remove you from the office of town surveyor ? 
— No ; there was one to reduce my salary. 

811. When was that? — I think it was in 1872. 

Mr. M'Evoy.— It was in November, 1871. 

812. Mr. Exham (to Witness). — Was that applica- 
tion made to the Lord Lieutenant ?— It was. 

813. What was the result of it? — It fell through. 

814. Mr. Lawless. — Was it an application made by 
the Commissioners as a body? — Yes. 

815. Mr. Exham. — Was there a resolution of the 
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Commissioners to that effect carried either unani- 
mously, or by a majority of the Commissioners'! — It 
•was carried by a small majority. 

816. On what grounds was that resolution passed 1 — 
Really, I cannot remember exactly what it was. 

817. Town Clerk. — Here is the record with respect 
to this matter. (Reads from minute book) : — 

“ Report of the committee of inquiry laid before the Commissioners 
on the 18th August, 1871. 

“ Members present : John M‘Evov (chairman); Robert Henry 
Tilly, Robert Herron, Miles Kelly, and John Reilly. 

“ ‘To the Town Commissioners. 

“ 1 Gentlemen, — Tour committee having inquired into the mat- 
ters referred to them, report as follows: — First — That on the 7th 
October, 1870, the surveyor certified that there was in the depot at 
Orpen’s gate 200 tons stone, for which Mr. Neil received £20 
sterling on account. From the evidence submitted to us we are of 
.opinion that a portion only of that quantity of stone was there, and 
the surveyor trusted Mr. Neil for the delivery of whatever was defi- 
cient. Second — That on the 6th January, 1871, the surveyor cer- 
tified for the delivery to the Commissioners at Moore's quarry of 
crossing blocks to the value of £6 12s. id., and on such certificate 
the account was presented for payment, but was not then paid. It 
was again presented in February, when the surveyor was present 
without any information being then given by him that the goods 
diad been removed in the interval. From the evidence submitted to 
us we are of opinion that the full quantity of crossing blocks so cer- 
tified for were not then in. Moore's quarry when the account for 
them was submitted for payment the second time in the surveyor's 
presence. Third — That Messrs. Edmundson contracted to supply 
hvdrant stone of Dalkey granite, three feet six inches by three feet 
six inches in size, but substituted others in the quantity set forth in 
the report of the inspectors (one appointed by your committee and 
the other by the surveyor), which shows a difference in money value 
of £75 10s. 9 d. on an account of £171 9s. 9 d." 

818. Were those hydrant stores'! — Yes. (Continues 
reading report) — 

“‘The township only getting 1,720 superficial feet instead of a 
total of 2,419. From the evidence submitted to us, we are of opinion 
that the surveyor did not report the substitution to the Board, or 
take any steps to protect the interests of the township in the matter 
until the subject was brought under the consideration of the Board 
in February. Fourth. — That Messrs. Edmundson did not repair the 
roads over the trenches in the time or in the manner contracted by 
them, which contract it was the duty of the surveyor to enforce. 
From the evidence submitted to us the committee, by a majority, 
•have decided that it is not proved to their satisfaction that the sur- 
veyor in this matter altogether neglected his duty. That your com- 
mittee recommend in conclusion, by a majority, that under the cir- 
cumstances the surveyor be not called upon to resign, but that he 
•be severely censured and informed that it will be impossible for the 
Board to continue him in their services should anything of a like 
character occur again. Wo think it advisable to have the pipes laid 
■tested by some competent persons.’ On the motion of Mr. M'Kvov, 
seconded by Mr. Reilly, it was resolved that the recommendation in 
the last paragraph in the report, relative to the measurement &c., of 
the pipes as laid, be referred to the road and water committee to have 
it carried out, and report the result to the full Board.” 

819. In consequence of that report, Mr. Doyle, I 
must ask you a question. I asked you yesterday was 
there a charge made against you of certifying these 
hydrant stones, which were not delivered, and I under- 
stood you to say in reply that what was alleged was 
that the hydrant stones were to be of a particular 
quality, and that the contractor substituted a different 
quality, and that the complaint was made against you 
for allowing that to be done. Why did you not tell us 
that the complaint was that you certified for stones that 
were not delivered at all — of any quality ? — As a matter 
of fact, I never certified for them. 

820. On this point we must have no mistake ? — I 
objected to that report at the time. 

821. The Commissioners had your explanation, but 
they appointed a committee to consider the matters of 
complaint. That committee had power to appoint an 
inspector, and one inspector was appointed by them, 
and one by you, and they measured and valued the 
stone, and you gave in a l'eturn to the committee, who 
then reported to the Board. According to the calcu- 
lation of the inspectors the difference in value between 
the amount, of stone delivered, and the amount that 
ought to have been delivered, was £75 10s. 9 cl., out of 
an account of £171 9s. 9 d. 

822. Mr. Myles Kelly. — I was one of the committee. 
The stone should have been three feet six inches square, 
but it was only three feet by two feet ten inches, and 
it was not Dalkey granite. 


823. Mr. Lawless. — C ertainly, Mr. Doyle, the im- • Kingstown. 
pression you left on my mind yesterday was that the April 7, is77. 
difference in the stone was quality, and not quantity. ^ 

824. Mr. Exham. — T he report says that you certi- Doyle, 
fied for material not delivered at all. Then the report 

also says — 

“The surveyor certified that there was in the depot at Orpen's 
gate 200 tons of stone, for which Mr. Neil received £20 on account. 

From the evidence submitted to us, we are of opinion that a portion 
only of that quantity of stone was there, and the surveyor trusted 
Mr. Neil for the delivery of whatever was deficient.” 

Do you wish now to offer any explanation about that ? 

— I wish to be put on my oath, and I. will show that 
the quantity of stones was there. 

825. Mr. Lawless. — Y ou were not able to convince 
the committee that they were there ? — That may be, 
but I will swear that they were there. 

826. Mr. Exham. — T he report goes on — 

“ On the Cth January, 1871, the surveyor certified for the de- 
livery to the Commissioners at Moore's quarry of crossing blocks to 
the value of £6 12s. id-, and on such certificate the account was 
presented for payment, but was not then paid." 

It was again presented in February when you were 
present, and you did not say that the goods La-el been 
removed 1 — The stones were laid in the quarry. I 
measured them there. In the meantime the men out 
of the quarry lent a portion of the stone to Mr. Sexton’s 
contractor, it is said ; and when we went to see if they 
were there we found they were not. I did not know 
that they had been removed. 

827-. Do you say that your men lent some of the 
stones to Mr. Sexton? — Yes. They were there when 
I went first to measure them, but were not there 
afterwards. 

828. Do you mean to say that the removal of the 
stones took place without your knowledge? — Just so. 

I explained it at the time, and it would have been only 
fair for the committee to have taken that explanation 
down. 

829. Mr. Kelly. — I was there and saw the stones 
measured. The committee did take down all the facts 
of the matter ; what we found fault with was that a 
Bill was presented to us for stones that were not in the 
quai-ry. 

Mr. Doyle. — I believe that the man left them 
there, but he was not paid, and thought he would not 
be paid, and he gave some of them to Mr. Sexton. • 

830. Mr. Exham. — I have to ask you (in conse- 
quence of a suggestion made to me) did you ever give . 
any blocks belonging to the Commissioners to a gentle- 
man named Lynch? — Not to my knowledge. 

831. Nor to any other person? — No. 

832. And, of course, if you never did you never got 
any money for them ? — No. 

833. Did you ever give any stone, or any paving 
stones to. Mr. Tilley, of Glenageary ? — No ; he offered 
to buy them. 

834. Did you ever give him any of them ? — I think 
there was some given to him. 

835. Who gave tb em ; was he a To wn Commissioner? 

—He was ; he paid for them. They were paving 
stones taken off the paving when we were laying down 
asphalte, and we did not require them. 

836. Was the payment for them made to you or to 
the Commissioners? — It was paid to me by a cheque 
which I handed to Mr. Ennis. 

837. Mr. Exham (to the Town Clerk). — Do you re- 
member getting that money from Mr. Doyle? — I do 
not remember, but I’ll see if I can find any trace of it 
in the books. 

S38. Mr. Lawless (to Witness). — What was your 
salary at the time the committee made that report? — 

£200 a year. 

839. To the Town Clerk. — Have you got the resolu- 
tion with reference to the application to tire Lord Lieu- 
tenant about the surveyor’s salary ? — Yes. (Reads) : — 

“ At the meeting of the full Board on the Cth November, 1871; 
on the motion of Mr. Kelly, seconded by Mr. Reilly, it was resolved, 

— That as the salary of the town surveyor was increased ou the 1st 
April, 1870, from £140 to £200 per annum, on account of the 
, extra labour thrown upon him by the laying down of the water 
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mains, and as the pipes have been laid, and the es-Cra labour is now- 
over it is hereby resolved that his salary be now reduced to the 
original amount — £140, and that the sanction of His Excellency 
the Lord Licutentant be applied for, particularly as the work has 
not been done to the satisfaction of the Commissioners; resolution 
put, and division taken; five yes, and three no; resolution was 
accordingly declared carried." 

The application was made to the Lord Lieutenant in 
consequence of the passing of that resolution, but they 
•wrote back asking for the Commissioners’ reasons for 
making the reduction, and the matter ended there. 

In the following January the constitution of the 
Board was changed — the majority became the minority 
— and they agreed to let bygones be bygones, and did 
not carry the matter further. 

840. Mr. Reilly. — I, as a Commissioner; consider 
that the Lord Lieutenant should not have the power 
of veto on the appointment or dismissal of the town 
surveyor. 

841. Mr. Kelly (Town Commissioner). — From my 
experience of surveyors, I may say that they never 
consider themselves our officers at all when we cannot 
dismiss them. 

842. Mr. Lawless. — We consider that to be a 
matter outside the scope of our inquiry. 

843. Mr. Kelly. — There was an action taken against 
me by a surveyor for dismissing him. 

844. Mr. Barrett. — There was an action taken 
against me for trying to dismiss him. 

845. Mr. M‘Evoy. — It was mentioned that the last 
increase of salary took place in J anuary, 187 6. May 
I ask that the report of the committee to the full 
Board be read? 

846. Town Clerk. — I find that in the years alluded 
to by Mr. Doyle, there is no record of such a sum 
being paid — the money from Mr. Tilley. 

847. Mr. Boyle. — I paid it at all events. 

848. Mr. Exham (to Mr. Doyle.) — -To whom? — I 
paid it to Mr. Ennis. 

849. Town Clerk. — I do not see any credit for it in 
the miscellaneous accounts. This is the minute asked 
for by Mr. M'Evoy. (Reads) : 

“ May 9th, 1876. 

“ Meeting of tlie full Board. 

‘■‘There was a report of the committee of the whole house read 
recommending the postponement for the present of the consideration 
of the town surveyor’s application for an increase of salary.” 

850. Mr. M‘Evoy. — The increase was given in the 
month of July. I would also ask to have read the 
notice of motion given by Mr. Kelly with regard to 
the increase of salary, some time in March, 1876. Mr. 
Kelly and Mr. Lagan both handed in notices of 
motion. They were withdrawn on the 10th March, 
1876, so they are not on the minutes, but I suppose 
they are amongst the notices of motion. 

851. Mr. Kelly. — I voted for giving the increase of 
salary, and my reason was because of die increased 
duties. 

852. Mr. Exham (to Mr. Doyle.) — Do you recollect 
when it was that Mr. Tilley got these stones ? — I really 
do not know, but I am perfectly confident that I got 
the money, and perfectly confident that I paid it to 
Mr. Ennis. 

853. Did Mr. Tilley apply for the stone ? — He did. 

854. Mr. Crosthwadte . — I recollect distinctly that 
there was a great quantity of that description of stone 
at the time, in consequence of our laying down die 
asphalte. Most of us thought it would not be for the 
advantage of the town to break them up for road 
material, and we sold as much of them as we could. 
The impression on my mind is that the money was 
paid by Mr. Doyle. 

855. Mr. Lawless (to Mr. Crosthwaite). — Do yon 
happen to know as a matter of fact that he paid it ? — 
My recollection of the time is not quite clear, hut I am 
perfectly satisfied that he did pay it. 

856. Mr. M‘Evoy. — I do not think that Mr. Tilley 
was a Commissioner in 1870. 

857. Town Clerk. — He was a Commissioner in 1871. 

858. Mr, Exham (to Mr. Doyle). — Did you give a 


receipt for the money to Mr. Tilley? — No; T do not 
think I did. 

859. Did you get a receipt for it from Mr. Funk- j 
— No. 

860. Town Clerk . — If I hod got it I would have 
given a receipt. 

861. Mr. Exham (to Mr. Doyle). — You say that no 

blocks to your knowledge went to Mr. Lynch ? No. 

862. During the time the Messrs. Edmundson were 
the contractors for the waterworks, did you borrow or 
did they lend you any money ? — Mr. Wigham accom- 
modated me at the time, and I paid him afterwards. 

863. May I ask you how much he gave you? I 

think it was £30 for a few months. 

864. Was it a bill ? — Yes. 

865. Did he accept a bill to your draft ? — Yes. 

866. Was that during tire time his firm were the 

contractors for carrying out the works for which you 
were to certify? — I am not sure whether it was during 
that time or not. > 

867. Mr. Lawless. — Was that the only transaction 
of the kind you ever had with him ? — That was alL 

868. Mr. Exham. — Do you mean to say, you cannot 
remember in what year that took place — whether it 
was during the year you had to certify for the work ? 
— I cannot say. 

869. Were Messrs. Edmundson the persons who 
supplied the stones for those hydrants? — Yes; they 
had a contract for it. 

870. Were they the only contractors yon ever got 
money from ? — He was the only one. 

871. Do you remember Mr. Holden ? — I do. 

872. Did you ever get any money from him? — He 
has drawn on me several times. 

873. For what? — He is a friend of mine;' he is not 
a contractor. 

874. Was it for his own accommodation? — Yes. 

875. Was he ever a contractor ? — Yes, in 1871. 

876. Was it at that time he drew on you? — No. 

877. Was it before or after he was a contractor? — 
It was after. 

878. While Mr. Sexton was a contractor, had you 
ever any money transactions with him ? — Never. 

879. Neither you with him, nor he with you? — No. 

880. Or with the other Mr. Sexton? — There is only 
one Mr. Sexton. 

881. Mr. Sexton. — I have a brother, but I am will- 
ing to make an affidavit that he has nothing to do 
with my contracts. 

882. Town Clerk. — Mr. Sexton the Commissioner 
generally leaves the room when any question about a 
contract in which his brother is concemed is being 
discussed. 

883. Mr. Exham (to Mi-. Doyle). — I am further 
requested to ask you, whether you have had any money 
transactions with Mr. Sexton the Commissioner?— 
No; never. 

884. Had you any with Mr. Sullivan? — I unfor- 
tunately did go security with him for some persona- 
contractors. 

885. Do you mean contractors for the Town Com- 
missioners?— -Yes ; some poor contractors. 

886. Mr. Lawless. — Who is Mr. Sullivan?— He is 
one of the Commissioners. 

887. Mr. Exham. — Did yon go security with Mr. 
Sullivan for Mr. John Brady ? — Yes. 

888. Was he at the time in your employment— m 
the employment of the Town Commissioners? — He 
was laying the asphalte for the Town Commissioners- 

889. Had you the supervision of that work ? — Yes. 

890. Was he doing the work under your supervi- 
sion? — Yes. 

891. Was it to enable him to get material to carry 
out his contract that you went security for him? — Yes. 

892. Did you do so more than once? — No; only on 
one occasion. 

893. Have you ever lent- money to, or gone secu- 
rity for any other contractor, or any other workman, 
employed by the Town Commissioners, during y 0 ’ 11 
time as town surveyor? — No. 
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894. Did Mr. O’Brien refuse to adopt your plan as 
to No. 3 sewer?— He did not. The plan I recom- 
mended to the Local Government Board will he pro- 
duced by the secretary. 

895. Is there in the specification provisionfor branch 
drains? — Yes, 

896. Do the contractors bind themselves to supply 
the branch drains at a certain fixed price for the 
owners of the houses which adjoin the sewers ? — Yes. 

897. Was any notice given by you, or by the Com- 

missioners so far as you know, that such an arrange- 
ment existed with the contractors, namely, .that they 
could make the drains at a certain fixed price? — No, 
there was not. . 

898. Was it mentioned that such a notice should be 
given? — No. 

899. Was it not for the benefit of tbe householders 
that this arrangement was made, so that they should 
know how much they had a right to pay the contrac- 
tors ? — The contractor may refuse to do it at that price. 

900. Mr. Lawless. — Have you bound him by con- 
tract? — He could refuse to do the extra work. 

901. If there was an old drain to a house were you 
not bound to make that good ? — Yes ; but there was 
no arrangement about new ones. 

902. Was there not any agreement or understand- 
ing with the contractor about making' connecting 
drains with the new sewers? — There was an under- 
standing about laying twelve-inch pipes as house 
drains, and also nine-inch and six-inch. 

903. Mr. Exham. — Was he bound to lay them at a 
fixed price?— Yes, if the parties adjoining the streets 
where the new main sewers are made wish to connect. 

904. If they wish to connect ! Don’t you know they 
are boufid by the law to do it ?— Yes. 

905. Did you stipulate with the contractor that he 
was to make tire connecting drains at a certain fixed 
price? — There was no notice of that kind given. 

906. Are you aware that the contractor has been 
making bargains for constructing the connecting pipes 
in the streets? — Yes. 

907. Did you not stipulate that the contractor was 
to carry the pipe to the bounds of the main wall at 
certain fixed prices ? — Yes. 

908. Did you apprise the householders of that fact? 


919. By anyone ; and were they ever offered a site 
for the purpose of keeping one in ? — Mr. Barton, the 
magistrate, recommended the Commissioner's to get one. 

He addressed himself to me, and I referred him to the a. 
Commissioners, and it is now under consideration to 
provide a fire-escape. It was very uncertain what we 
could do with it. It was recommended that we should 
keep it at the police station. Another difficulty is that 
it would require trained hands to use it. 

Mr. Crosthwaite. — Mr. Barton said to me that he 
would give a place to keep it in, and that the police 
would take charge of it and work it. I brought 
the matter before the Board, but I am sorry to say did 
not meet with anything like fair support. If I had 
received sufficient support I would have been willing to 
pay one half of the cost myself, and if they do not agree 
to take action, I am not sure that I will not pay the 
whole of the cost of it. 

920. Mr. Lawless.— "When was this communication 
with Mr. Barton ? — I think within two months. 

921. One would imagine that all parties would agree 
to this proposition ? — If we get the least encouragement 
we will have one soon. 

922. It is one of the obligations imposed on the Town 
Commissioners to provide a fire-brigade ? — W e should 
have one. 

923. Mr. KaUy. — We have a very good fire-escape, 
so far as ladders are concerned. 

924. Mr. Doyle. — Most of the houses in Kingstown 
are very low — two story houses — some are three 
stories. 

925. Mr. M‘Evoy. — During my chairmanship we 
discussed the whole matter, and Mr. Ennis will find 
our report. I never before heard that the police were 
available for this purpose. 

926. Town Clerk. — On the 3rd July, 1872, there was 
a resolution passed on the motion of Mr. Crosthwaite, 
seconded by Mr. Kelly, appointing a committee to see 
about the best means of procuring a fire-engine for the 
township, and where it was to be kept, and the follow- 
ing resolution was afterwards passed : — 

“ Kesolved— That the recommendation of the road and water 
committee relative to the procuring of a fire-escape lie adopted, and 
that the details be referred to said committee to carry out, and also 
to inquire into the quantity of hose purchased by the Hoard during 
the past two years, and if such quantity be now in stock. Passed.” 


909. Were you directed by the Town Commission- 
ers to apprise them of it? — I do not think I was. 

910. You say you stipulated that the contractor 

should make them at a certain fixed price ? — Yes, if 
we call upon the owners to do so. . 

911. What was the use of making that stipulation 
if you did not intend to call upon them ? — It is no 
harm to have that provision made. 

912. As town surveyor, are you acquainted with 

the provisions of the Public Health Act on this sub- 
ject? Yes, perfectly. Every house within 100 feet 

of the main sewer should he connected. 

913. Town Clerk. — I said in my examination on tbe 
first day that when a new sewer is made' we serve 
notices on the parties to make connexions. 

914. Mr. Exham (to Mr. Doyle). — Under whose 

department does it come to look after the necessary 
arrangements in case of fire?— We have an old fire- 
engine here, but I may say I do not know in whose 
department it is, because we have no fire-brigade. We 
have a water inspector who, the moment a fire breaks 
out, rushes off with the hose, and with the great pressure 
of water we can command, it is not necessary to have 
a fire-engine. We have hydrants at a distance of 
every 240 feet apart. __ 

915. Are they in all ports of the town? — We have 

nothing smaller than three-inch mains, and the hy- 
drants are adapted "for that. We have about o00 
hydrants in the town. . , 

916. Is the hose kept in good order?— It is in the 


very best of order. 

917. Have you a fire-escape here ?— We have not. 

918. Do you know, were the Commissioners ever 
applied to with regard to a fire-escape? — By whom? 


In the following year when making out the estimates, 
the question of the fire-escape was before the Board, 
hut as it involved an additional \d. on the rates, nothing 
was done. 

927. Mr. J TEvoy. — I may mention that I got the 
assistance of Captain Shaw, of London, and I never heard 
that the police were available for this purpose. The 
result of our investigation was that I came to the 
opinion the best way would be for Kingstown to join 
the other townsliips with the city of Dublin and have 
a general rate levied over the entire district, and 
one fire establishment for the entire metropolitan dis- 
trict 

928. Town Clerk. — Our staff work the hose, and as 
we have water at a very high pressure, we can put out 
fires without employing any additional labour, and 
there is a well-trained fire-brigade on board H.M.S. 
Iron Duke, which is available in case of fire. 

929. Mr. Exham (to Mr. Doyle). — Did Mr. O’Brien 
report in favour of any of the plans ? — Yes ; of No. 1 
and No; 2. 

930. Mr. Lawless. — You mentioned yesterday that 
you thought these estimates would he reduced to a 
certain extent ; that the work could be done for some- 
thing less ?— Yes, I thought so. 

931. Would the expense of the work be reduced in 
tMs way — by making higher levels than was originally 
contemplated ? — Yes. 

932. Would that alteration not alter the character 
and efficiency of the sewer altogether? — No, not if the 
sewer will stand that. 

933. Do you mean to say, as a matter of course, that 
the sewer will be quite as efficient? — It may not dis- 
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charge the sewage equally fast, but it will give you as 
efficient a sewer as is necessary. 

934. Mr. Exham. — It won’t give you the contem- 
plated sewer. Your plan showed a sewer of a certain 
size and formation, and you got your money for making 
it so. Surely you do not mean to say now, that having 
got the money you will go and alter these plans and 
levels? — It will do as well. 

935. Have you ascertained whether the basement 
story of every house along the line of the sewer will 
allow you to make the alteration ? If there is one that 
won’t, will notthewholethingbe spoiled? — Yes; I have. 

936. The sewer was intended to be ten feet deep, I 
think? — Yes. 

937. Did you take the levels and so on of the houses 
and places before you made your plans ? — Yes. 

938. Can you now say that you will be able to 
make the new sewer do the drainage work as well 
at two feet less depth ? — Not quite two feet. 

939. Why then did you suggest the greater depth — 
why did you contemplate making a sewer ten feet 
deep, if eight feet or a little more will do as well ? 
Was not the extra excavation money thrown away? — 
No man going into work of this kind knows what he 
can do, and my mind or any other man’s mind may be 
changed. The best, surveyor in the world might do that. 

940. One of your means then of diminishing the 
estimate is by altering the levels of the sewers ? — Yes. 

941. Is it not possible that that alteration may 
destroy the efficiency of the entire or some of the 
work ? — No ; it is not. 

942. To any extent? — No. 

943. Supposing you find the level is not sufficient 
and that it won’t work on eight feet, will its efficiency 
not be destroyed ? — If the basements are only eight feet 
and I raise it one foot, I won’t destroy the efficiency. 

944. At the time you applied for the provisional 
order with respeetto those sewers, did not the petitioners 
undertake to “make and maintain according to the 
levels shown on the said plan ” (that is the plan laid 
before Mr. Robinson), the sewers herein described ? — 
Yes ; and Mr. Robinson looked at the plans. 

945. Were any levels shown on the plans ? — Not one. 
There was no engineering evidence at all brought be- 
fore Mi-. Robinson. (Copy of plan produced.) That 
plan was lodged in the Local Government Board 
offices, and there are no levels on it. 

946. Was there a different plan lodged with Mr. 
O’Brien ? — Yes ; of course there was. 

947. Do you state that when the provisional order 
was made in 1875, there were no levels shown on the 
plan submitted to the Local Government Inspector? — 
I do. 

948. Is it your opinion that yon may construct the 
sewers at any levels you like? — Yes. 

949. Mr. Jo/m Henry (a ratepayer) stated that Mr. 
M'Evoy received a report as to the wrong levels 
of one of the sewers, and that as Chairman of the 
Board he made it a Board question. Mr. Henry 
asked to know what steps were taken by Mr. M'Evoy 
to ascertain the fact as to the report. 

950. Mr. Lawless (to the Tovm Clerk). — Was there 
a report made about the defective level of the sewer in 
George’s-street in 1873 ?— There was, and the result of 
the matter at the time alluded to was that the Commis- 
sioners went into the matter, and decided against 
Brady’s objection. 

951. Mr. Exham (to Mr. Doyle). — Have you any 
levels ? — There were levels taken. 

952. Are the levels shown on the plan ? — They are 
never shown on the plan. 

953. Are there any sections shown ? — I do not think 
there are’. 

. ^ Ennis.—' The plans lay for two months— the 
time required by law — on the table in the board-room. 

954. Mr. Exham. — Yes ; and Mr. Doyle says he 
cannot carry out those plans, but will carry out new 
ones. You could not get the sanction of the Local 
Government Board till the ratepayers had two months 
to inspect them. The ratepayers saw the plans repre- 


senting certain sewers to be made, and the Local 
Government Inspector made his report thereon, and 
then the sanction is given on a guarantee that those 
very plans would be carried out. No objection was 
raised, because the ratepayers were satisfied, and for so 
far all is light, but the surveyor now says he cannot 
carry out the plans, but will carry out new ones, though 
as a matter of fact they were never before the rate- 
payers. 

Mr. Doyle. — There are always certain limits of devia- 
tion ; you can always raise or lower the levels. 

955. Mr. Exham.— A complete system of drainage- 
being required, the Commissioners required their sur- 
veyor to prepare plans dividing the town into sewerage 
districts, showing the work necessary to be done in each 
district. The plans were prepared, and the Act of 
Parliament goes on to say that “ whereas the sum of 
■£8,000 will suffice to carry out the said works shown 
on the plan for Kingstown, and £2,000 for the works 
for Glasthule,” and the Commissioners are given the 
power to raise this sum of money to carry out those 
works which are to be performed according to “said 
plan”; how long did Mr. Robinson sit at the Inquiry? 

Mr. Ennis . — He sat here in the board-room, and "to 
the best of my recollection he finished in the one day. 

956. To Mr. Doyle. — "Were levels shown on the 
plans ; sure you must have had some plans before Mr. 
Robinson, showing the levels at which you proposed to 
make the sewers ?— I had not. 

957. Do you mean to inform us that Mr. Robinson 
was not shown any plans with the levels of the pro- 
posed sewers on them ? — He was not ; he may have 
been shown sections, but I am not positive that he was. 

958. Will you say that he was not ? — I will not. 

959. Don’t you know that before he was sent down 
here at all you must have had plans lying here on the 
table — don’t you know that ? — I do not. 

960. Didn’t you hear Mr. Ennis say that the plans 
lay on the table for two months ? — They were the plans 
I have shown you. 

961. Do you tell me that you, the town surveyor, 
whose duty it was to make these plans — that you did 
not make them ? — I did make them. 

962. Where are they ? — You have them there ; I 
made them from time to time. 

963. I am talking about the plans you showed to 
Mr. Robinson, and on the faith of which you got 
£10,000. (Plan showing sections of sewers produced.). 

964. How can you estimate the cost of the sewers 
without having previously taken all the levels and 
made your calculations in accordance with them ? — You 
may make a bulk estimate of it. 

965. Does not the cost per yard depend greatly upon 
the depth 1 — It does. 

966. Did you estimate the expense without calcula- 
ting the depth ? — I did not say that. 

967. Is it not part of the duty of the Local Govern- 
ment Board’s inspector to calculate the amount that 
should necessarily be borrowed for making sewers? — 

968. How could he do that unless you had given 
him the depth (and area) of the proposed sewers? — 
(No answer.) 

969. Do you now say, that there was not any plan 
submitted to the Local Government Board’s inspector, 
showing the levels at which the sewers were to he 
made for which you asked leave to borrow £10,000 ? 
— My impression is, that there was not. 

970. To the Tovm Clerk. — I suppose you prepared 
the form of application to the Local Government 
Board ? — No ; it was our solicitor. 

971. Were there any notes of the proceedings 
taken ? — The Local Government Board must he satis- 
fied that the requirements of the Act are complied; 
with before they issue the warrant for the inquiry. 

972. Was there a short-hand writer with the Com- 
missioners? — Yes. 

Mr. M‘Evoy. — I wish to draw your attention to the 
very curious arrangement of these printed forms of 
tender, and to the large erasures in them. 
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973. Mr. Exham (to Mr. Doyle). — Were any of 
these alterations made by the contractors themselves ? 

— They were. 

974. By the persons tendering? — Yes ; it was done 
•when they were lying on the table, and they made 
their erasures. 

975. Were any of these lying on the table altered in 
iiie way mentioned yesterday and were any unaltered l 
— Yes; I just loosened them and left them on the 
table with my original, and then it was done. 

976. Were some of these printed forms which had 
been altered by you under the direction of the Com- 
missioners left upon the table ? — Some were left blank 
for the persons to fill in. 

977. Were some left absolutely unaltered ? Were 
some altered and some unaltered? — Some were left 
just as they came from the printer. They took those 
coming from the printer, and altered them to suit 
themselves. 

978. Who struck out the word “ Portland ” in this 
form (referring to “ Portland Cement ” in the printed 
form of tender) 1 — I do not know. I saw no harm in 
those two men coming in and fi ll ing them up them- 

979. Mr. Lawless. — Those two men might have 
tendered on a different basis. Were those documents 
given to those men to tender or were they allowed to 
take them from the table ? — They were left lying on 
the table and the men took them ; since then I have 
prepared them as they ought to be. 

980. Mr. Exham. — Here is a contract for performing 
these works by Mr. Thomas Sexton, and he undertakes 
to construct the sewer in “ accordance with the plans 
and specifications, and to the satisfaction of the town 
surveyor,” and they are to be laid in a certain manner, 
the angle of inclination is to be shown, and so on ? — 
Yes. 

981. Then you had a plan giving this information ? 
— Yes. 

982. Does it show the levels ? — Yes. 

983. Then show it to me ? — That is the contract plan. 

984. Do you mean now to say that the plans were 
prepared when the Local Government Board passed the 
order 7 — Yes. 

985. And you say they were prepared without show- 
ing any levels ? — Yes, of course. 

986. Am I to have it put down “of cpurse”? Do you 
abide by that answer — that there were no levels shown 
on any plan before Mr. Robinson, the Local Govern- 
ment Board Inspector. You say “ of course" ? — Well, 
I cannot tax my memory. 

987. But you said they were not shown “ of course" ? 
— I am not sure about it. 

988. It appears to be a very curious thing why you 
should have them afterwards, and why you did not 
prepare them for the purpose of Mr. Robinson’s in- 
quiry ? — If there were, plans I can have them pro- 
duced. 

989. Will you show me the plans that lay on the 
table there for two months — that will settle the matter? 
— Here it is. (Plan produced.) 

990. Mr. Lawless. — Is this the only one? — That 


998. Then must you not have told him what the Kingstown. 

proposed levels were? — No. Jpr U 7, 1 877. 

999. How, then, did you give him the basis of your Mr _ Franc!s 

estimate ? — (No answer.) A. Doyle. 

1000. Mr. Exham. — Do you know that this map was 
left here on the table to be inspected by the public for 
two months, and that no one had any right to alter 
that plan ? — (No answer.) 

1001. Is it a fact that you afterwards altered the 
original map, and did not even put a mark on it to 
point out the plan as it originally stood? — I don’t think 
there is anything wrong in that. 

1002. Do you think it was an improper thing for 
you to do ? — No, I do not ; if I did I would not have 
done so. 

1003. Mr. Lawless. — Who else was examined before 
Mr. Robinson ? — Mr. Bames, an engineer. 

1004. Mr. Exham. — You heard Mr. Barnes’ state- 
ment ; did he call your attention to Tivoli-terrace, and 
actually propose to change the plan that lay on the 
table ? Do you mean to say that did not occur ? — It 
may have. 

1005. Did you hear Mr. Barnes say that-your level 
was wrong, and that he asked you to make it right ? — 

(No answer.) 

1006. Do you say now that the proposed levels were 
produced before Mr. Robinson ? — I think they were ; 
but they were not lying on the table for two months ; 
that I know. 

1007. Is it not a part of your duty to look after 
ruinous houses? — ‘•Not to look after them, but if I see 
them in a dangerous condition I generally serve 
notices. 

1008. Do you ever inspect or get any of your men 
to inspect the condition of houses and make a report 
to yon ? — No. 

1009. Do you know are there any houses here in a 
dangerous condition 1 — I do not think there are. 

1010. Do you exercise any supervision over the 
building of houses ? Are plans submitted to you before 
you allow them to be built ? — Plans are submitted in 
all cases, showing the line of street and the general 
elevation. 

1011. Do you interfere to see that the arrangements 
for sewerage are provided? — Yes. 

1012. Do you exercise supervision over them in 
every case ? — Yes. 

1013. Have any houses been built, for instance, 
within the last year, or since the report of Mr. 

Robinson was made, adjoining the proposed new 
sewers ? — Yes. 

1014. Were any houses built since then adjoining 
these new sewers — that will be dependent on them foi* 
drainage ? — Not exactly. 

1015. Have any houses been built within 100 feet 
of the new sewers that were proposed to be made with 
the £2,000, or the £8,000 ?— Yes. 

1016. Did you give them the levels, so that they 
might make them arrangements accordingly ? — I did 
not give it to them. 

1017. Do they ask for them? — In some cases there 
is no necessity for each independent house to make a 


was the only plan that lay on the table. 

991. Mr. Exham. — Will you show me the plan and 
section that you gave to each contractor? — Yes. (Con- 
tract plans produced.) 

992. I want to know what these contract plans were 
prepared from ? — Prom the large plan of the town. 

993. Mr. Lawless. — Are you prepared to say that 
that plan produced now was the only plan on the table 
here for the two months ? — Yes. 

994. Are you prepared to say that that is the only 
plan submitted to the Local Government Board’s officer? 
—Yes. 

995. Was there any evidence given by you and by 
other engineers before Mr. Robinson with regard to 
the expense of the works ? — Yes. 

996. Did you explain to Mr. Robinson the basis on 
which your estimates were made? — Yes. 

997. Pully?— Yes. 


sewer. 

1018. That is not an answer to my question. Are 
there any houses now being built that will require to 
connect with these sewers?— Yes. 

1019. Have the owners of those houses been called 
upon to connect with the new sewer 1 — Not yet. 

1020. Have the persons building any of these houses 
that you say will require to connect with the proposed 
new severs called upon you to give them the levels of 
those sewers? — Very often they have. 

1021. And in such cases have you given them? — 
Yes. 

1022. Have you given them the levels of the pro- 
posed sewers? — No. 

1023. Don’t they ask for them? — No. 

1024. What do you do with the houses built in 
1875, after the Local Government Board passed the 
plans ?— There are very few of them built yet. 
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1025. Supposing that one of the builders of these 
houses asks you for the levels of these proposed sewers 
what will you give him ? — I will give him the level of 
the bottom, and of the surface of the sewer. 

1026. Is that ten feet or eight and a half feet ? — At 
whatever level I propose to do the work at. 

1027. What is that level — supposing I was going 
to build this moment? — Let me know where you are 
going to build and I’ll tell you. 

1028. Is it to be ten feet or eight and a half feet 1 
— If you are going to build in George’s-street for in- 
stance I’ll tell you the depth. 

1029. Do the levels of the sewers vary in different 
places ? — Y es, from five to sixteen feet deep. 

1030. Supposing you give a level at ten feet as you 
originally planned, and the owner of the house canies 
his sewer to meet one at ten feet deep, and that you 
then raise the depth of youi- sewer, what would the 
owner of the house do then? — (No answer.) 

1031. Mr. Lawless. — You have not given us any 


idea of the time at which you propose to make these 
alterations ? — It will come before the Commissioners. 

1032. Did the Commissioners put down a sewer at 
Breffni-terrace, and had they to take it up again, 
and put down another? — Yes ; there was a small 
piece taken up. 

1033. How many feet ? — I think about thirty feet. 
We substituted a fifteen-inch pipe there. 

Mr. Perrin — The sewer I speak of is upon premises 
belonging to Mr. O’Rorke. It collected the water to 
such an extent that I believe the water ran into the 
premises adjoining — then there was another pipe of 
larger capacity put down. 

1034. Mr. Exham. — Was it necessary in making 
these changes to alter the levels ? 

Mr. Doyle . — Not the levels upon which we started. 
Mr. Perrin. — If the man who was building his house 
had been called upon to ascertain the proper level there 
would have been no necessity to make any change, and 
the surveyor ought to have seen that he carried it out 
properly. 


Mr. Ennis. 


Mr. Enxis re-examined. 


1035. Town Clerk — I wish to correct one statement. 
You stated that in borrowing the sum for the town 
hall and court house before it was required there was 
a loss to the ratepayers of £300 per annum. That is 
wrong. Taking £250, the interest on the consols, from 
the interest, £360, at four and a half per cent, on the 
loans, will give you a balance of only £110. 

1036. You say that the loss to the town instead of 
being £300 is only £110 a year? — Yes. 

1037. Mr. Exham. — You recollect the Act of 1861. 
There is a clause in that Act for the retirement of the 
secretary and Grand Jury cess-collector ? — Yes. 

1038. Am I right in saying that the secretary at 
that time was Mr. James Murray? — Yes. 

1039. Is there a resolution in the books of July, 
1861, accepting his resignation?—! know there is. 

1040. — He was to get two-thirds of his salary under 
the Act? — Yes. 

1041. Was there a resolution appointing him secre- 
tary 2 >ro tern, 1— Yes. In other words, after the bill 
passed, he retired upon two-thirds of his salary, but 
continued secretary ptro tempore. 

1042. Is it a fact that after July, 1861, he continued 
to get his full salary as secretary pro tern,., and his re- 
tiring allowance of two-thirds?— That is so. I may 
add it was the subject of a Chancery suit afterwards 
and judgment was given against the Commissioners. 
By an omission in the Act of 1869, however, the 
amount could not be recovered from the Commis- 
sioners. 

1043. Mr. Lawless. — Who was 'the plaintiff in that 
.suit? — There was a relator at the suit of the Attorney- 

General. 

1044. Mr. Exiiam.— What became of the costs of 
that suit ? — The costs, of course, followed the judg- 

' ment, and they paid the costs. 

1045. Do you recollect was there any order made 
about the money he received? — Judgment was given 
that they should refund the amount of the pension he 
had been paid — £166 13s. 4 d. 

Mr. Kelly. — I was one of the Commissioners on that 
occasion, and the judgment was to the effect that the 
Commissioners should make Murray pay, and in the 
event of his not paying then, that we were to pay. 

1046. Mr. Lawless.— W e must see that decree; 
there is no use in talking about the matter. The 
decree will speak for itself. 

Mr. Kelly. — I know the Commissioners paid the 
costs. 

Mr. Ennis. — In 1872 I called upon .the relator to 
proceed, and he declined to proceed, which is the reason 
the money has not been recovered. 

1047. Mi-. Exham.— The relator could be changed 
with the consent of the Attorney-General. 

1048. Mr. Lawless. — -It is a mere matter of course; 
it was only necessary to apply to the Attorney-General 


of the day, because time does not stand in the way in 
these cases at all. 

1049. Mr. Exham. — Is it the fact that before 1869 
there was a bill got by the Commissioners for water ? 
—No, they got only the Act of 1869. You are alluding 
to the Act of 1859. There was also a water Act of 
1869, but the Act of 1859 was not obtained by the 
Commissioners ; it was obtained by Messrs. Muggridge 
and Kane, and had nothing to do with the Commis- 
sioners. 

1050. Mr. Lawless. — There was the Act of 1859, 
the 22nd Vic., 1858. 

1051. Mr. Exham. — In the Blaclcrock township the 
Commissioners got the Vartiy water in 1867. — Witness. 
— We got it about that time. 

1052. When the bill of 1869 was opposed by the 
Commissioners had they taken any steps previously 
to get Hie Vartry water ? — Yes, as soon as the Dublin 
Corporation were in a position to supply Kingstown 
negotiations were opened with them. 

1053. Mr. Lawless. — When was diat ? — It was in 
the year 186S. 

1054. Mr. Exham. — Had they not supplied Black- 
rock in 1867 ?— Yes. 

1055. Were they notin a position to give you water 
in 1868 ? — The mains of the Corporation pass along the 
boundary of the Blackrock and Pembroke townships, 
and it was very easy to take a supply from them and 
distribute it in the two townships. We should be 
supplied from the Stillorgan reservoir-, and the Corpora- 
tion hesitated about supplying us. At all events, we 
had several deputations with the waterworks com- 
mittee, and negotiations were opened. But we thought 
they were asking us higher than they ought, 4 il., and 
we f^aid they were supplying Blackrock and Pembroke 
for 3 \d. In the end we split on the matter of -id., 
and 3 \d. I want to show that concurrently with the 
promotion of the measure negotiations were going on 
with the Corporation, and a contract was entered into 
for the supply of water virtually at 4 §d. in the pound, 
including the cost of the pipe bringing it to the township 
boundary. 

1056. Are you not now paying 5 d. in the pound ? 
— Yes ; we were to give them the 3 \d. for the 
water, and Id. in the pound for the cost of bringing 
it from the Stillorgan reservoir to the boundary of our 
township. The Corporation petitioned against the Act 
of 1869, that had a clause giving 4d., and they made 
such an effective opposition to the Bill of 1869 before the 
Lords’ Committee, that although the Commons passed 
the id., the Lords passed it for 5 d. 

1057 Mr. Exham. — Did not the Commissioners 
oppose the Bill altogether, including the supply of 
water to the town ; in fact had not a resolution been 
passed by the Commissioners in October, 1868, to get 
water from a different place altogether ?— This is what 
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occurred : — To ‘bring pressure to bear on the Corpora- 
tion to force them to some extent to our terms, the 
township engineer was told to report on an alternative 
supply; and he reported on an independent water 
supply from the Three-rock Mountain, county Dublin, 
called the “Three-rock Mountain Scheme.” . 

1058. (Suggested by Mr. M‘Evoy). — Did not the 

Commissioners serve notice under the Township Act 
to promote a Bill for the purpose? — Yes ; but still 
what I state agrees with that. I stated already the 
Commissioners entered into an agreement with 'the 
Corporation. _ „„„ 

1059. What was the date?— March or April, 1669. 

1060. Mr. Byttam. — W hen they entered into that 
agreement were they opposing the Bill of 1869, 
actually %— Witness.— They were opposing the Bill of 
1869. I certainly will say that the Commissioners, 
in the event of the Bill being carried, would have 
wished that the limit of id. should have been carried 

1061. One of the principal objects of the Bill of 

1869, I understand, as promoted by outsiders— it was 
promoted by Lord de Vesci and others— was to get 
water from the Dublin Corporation : was that portion 
of the Bill actually opposed by the Town Commis- 
sioners? — No. . . 

1062. Have we not had it in evidence already that 
every bit of it was opposed by the Commissioners ? 

Mr. Reilly. — We had another arrangement. 

1063. Did you not actually oppose getting the 
Yartry water before the House of Commons Committee ? 

Mr. Rielly. — We did, because we had it. 

1064. Mr. Lawless. — W hen was the contract made 

for 4 \d. ? , . , 

Mr. Ennis. — The contract had been signed lor o£a. 
before the Bill reached Committee. 

1065. Mr. Exham.— And Id. for bringing it to the 
‘boundary of the township ; that is 4 \d. ? — Yes. 

1066. Mr. Kelly — We entered into an arrangement 
for 3 id. in the pound on the valuation of Kingstown, 
“including the right of supplying shipping in flie 
harbour ; and we undertook to pay them for the’ mams 
'to' Kingstown, to be paid off by loan in thirty-five 
years.- That was only to cost Id. in the pound for 
’thirty-five years. The Corporation were willing to 
'stand to that agreement; but they said, if you bring 
'it before Parliament we shall show you we could get 

more. They were right, for the Lords Committee 
have saddled the township with a rate of 5d. in the 
' pound in perpetuity. Outsiders promoting Bills are a 
great injury. We may thank them for this increase of 
rate on the township. 

1067. Mr. Lawless. — We cannot go into that, Mr. 

. Kelly. 

1068. Mr. Exham. — Mr. Ennis, what I want to 
know is, if the Committee of the House of Commons 
were informed of this arrangement of the Corporation? 

Yes; and it all came out on both Committees. 

The Commons passed the fourpenny clause in the bill, 
but the Lords’ Committee changed it to five pence. 

1069. What was the meaning of opposing the bring- 
ing in of the water?— They had their contract signed 
previously. During 1868 they made their contract 
with the waterworks committee. I cannot say they 
opposed the bill because there was a water clause in 
it; they opposed in globo, not because there was a 
water clause in it; but the reason they opposed the 
water clauses was this, because, they said, the 36th and 
37th clauses of the bill were most objectionable, as 
tending to deprive the Commissioners of control over 
the water supply. 

Air M'Evoy. — When they had filed the petition to 
oppose the Bill they had not entered into any arrange- 
ment at all. 

Mr. Reilly . — They had. 

Mr. M‘ Every. — Well, they did not allege it in their 

PC 1074. Mr. Exham (to Mr. Ennis ).— Do you recollect 
complaints being made, other than the one we had to- 
day, about 250 loads of stones being in a certain store 


called Orpen’s-gate? Do you recollect any other com- javmm 
plaints being made in 1872 of improper dealing with Apr in. i&n. 
reference to stones being delivered, or ot certificates Jtr Ejnis. 
being improperly given ? — Well, in Mr. M‘Evoy s time, 
about 1872 or 1873, I think, there were some inqui- 
ries as to laxity with regard to certifying and paying 
for stones. . . . 

1071. What was the nature of these inquiries t— 

Well, they were not very important ; something about 
the amount of stones not being properly charged. 

1072. Do you recollect a report being made, and 
unanimously adopted by the board, in March, 1 872 ? 

Yes. , 

1073. Here is a resolution as to a “ stock-book to 
be kept, “in which all the movable property of the 
township is to be entered, with the respective values 
of each article.” Has that been done ? — That was a 
book for the storekeeper. 

1074. Have the Commissioners since 1872 seen that 
this resolution (adopting the report of the committee), 
has been carried out? — Yes. 

1075. Does he keep a book?— Yes. We do not 
"■et the new man to exactly follow the ways of the old 
one ; but the present storekeeper is keeping the stock 
in the way you speak of, and I very constantly look 

1076. How long has he been doing that ? — Since his 
appointment, about two and a half year's ago. 

1077. Because the matter we were investigating 
yesterday, about the removal of this asphalte, cannot 
have been entered in the store book, for it only turned 
up afterwards?— Oh, no ; it was because it was m the 
storekeeper’s record it came before the board. _ 

1078. Mr. Exhasi (reads a second resolution, di- 

rectin'* the surveyor to keep two books, a “labour 
book”°and a “road-material book,” in which latter he 
was to enter the quantity of road material received 
from week to week, whether paid for or not, and also 
the stones used). Does the surveyor keep these two 
books? He does. These books have been in opera- 
tion since the year 1868. . . . , 

1079. If he is to enter the road material received 
from week to week, whether paid for or not, how could 
there have been that difference of 250 tons of stones 
certified for by him? This resolution contemplates 
that in the deptt where these stones are- delivered the 
surveyor is to keep a road-material book, showing 
what stones have been delivered to the Commissioners 
by the contractors every week, whether in the depot 
or on a road. If the surveyor had entered these stones 
in his book, I should say he should do it from know- 
ledge of his own that 250 tons had been actually den- 
veld into the itpU. Is that not so t-If I 
keeping these books I should sny 1 would debit the 
ComnSsionevs with the quantity delivered by the 
contractor. So fur as I am awure tile town surveyor 
has such a l-oad-material book, and keeps it. 

1080. Mr. !/‘hV,y (handing m book).— This is the 
book established under this rule. It shows the amount 
under special columns ■ It is intended to show on one 
side what came in, and on the other what went out of 
stock, and to balance at the end of the year. 

1081. Mr. Exham.— This appears to be a very 

ie ^082 ly Mr P M‘Evoy.— I want to see is that book 
kept in the same way still since 18 / 4. 

1083 Mr. Lawless. — I find a very considerable 
change in the style of this book since 1874. 

1084. Mi-. Ennis. — You come to the change now m 

the iS?rSr- Exham.— But I understood you to say 
the new man was the best man 1— Oh, no. 

1086. Mr. Lawless. — But the account is continued 

on a totally different system? , , , 

1087. Mr. M‘ Evoy. — I believe this book was checked 
bv the road committee every week in 1873. 

1088. Witness. — I had to bring this storekeeper 
before the Commissioners, and stale I did not think he 
was so satisfactory as the former. 

1089. Was their attention called to the change in 
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Kingstown, tlie book in reference to the particular regulation re- 
Aprii 7, 1ST7. quixing the book to be kept? — The resolution does 
Mr. Ennis uo * tell how the book is to be kept. The new store- 
keeper said he could not keep the book in that way — 
it would be too troublesome — and the Commissioners 
did not insist on his keeping it in the old way. 

1090. What check have they on him at all now ? 
(Reads) 1— 

' “ March 1st, in stock, picks, 5. March 1st, in stock, 1 ; 14th 
March, left by a boy, stating it was sent by Rooney, 1 ; received 
into store by Duff from George’s-street, 6 — 8.” 

What is the meaning of this kind of entries? — It seems 
to be a roundabout way of making the entries only. 

1091. Mr. Lawless. — I think it is more than that. 
It leaves it very difficult to find out what the state of 
the Commissioners’ property is. 

1092. Mi - . Exham. — By that former resolution this 
book was to be submitted every week to some com- 
mittee. The committee in previous years had every- 
thing apparently in the most perfect order, going on 
from day to day and year to year in a regular system, 
which wholly disappears from the 2nd September, 
187 4, to the end of 1875. For the whole of the year, 
from September, 1874, to August, 1875, are these 
the entire of tbe entiles ? — That is so. 

1093. Mr. Lawless. — Ts there a journal kept, 
founded on these books? — No. 

1094. Or a ledger even? — Not a ledger founded on 
these books. 

1095. Mr. Exham. — Here is a curious memo- 
randum : — 

“ There were two ‘E pipes' deposited in the yard not left into 
stock, Duff stating they were not the Commissioners' — only left to 
oblige a friend”? 

— He is very particular about these tilings. 

1096. Mr. Lawless. — Did tbe Commissioners pass 
any formal resolution in relation to the change in the 
mode of keeping tbe books ? — No ; a great deal of this 
is done in committee — in conference. 

Mr. M’Evoy . — The plan formerly adopted with the 
ledger was to correct each account with the new esti- 
mate in the beginning of the year. 

Witness . — And that plan has been acted upon up to 
the present date. I keep that book. 

1097. Mr. Exham. — But you are dependent on what 
you get from the other book to make up the ledger? — 
Between this officer and the Commissioners is the 
town surveyor, who has to cheek all accounts and 
certify them to the Commissioners, and the Commis- 
sioners to a great extent depend on the certificate of 
the township engineer. 

1098. Mr. Exham. — (Reads) : — 

“February 7th, 187G. — Delivered four loads of crossing-blocks 
for Clarence-place, 120 feet” 

To whom and on whose order were those delivered? — 
He dare not do that unless told by the town surveyor 
to issue these out of store. 

1099. Mr. Lawless. — Under whose orders does he 
act ? — These things are carried out under the Town 
Commissioners. On the roads certain improvements 
are to be earned out, and the expenditure is managed 
by various committees. 

1100. Mi - . Exham. — (Reads):— 

“Delivered for Crosthwaite-park, 120 feet, dressed, for Cros- 
thwaite-park mansiou, measuring, per Duff's return, Upper Georse's- 
• street, 120 feet" 

Who is Duff? — Duff is the foreman of the works here, 
directly under the town surveyor. 

1101. Had Mr. Doyle authority to send up 120 feet 
to Crosthwaite-park ?— Duff could not do it unless 
lie had the authority of the town surveyor. Tbe town 
surveyor, acting on the Town Commissioners’ order, 
must have directed these things to be done. 

1102. Is there any mode of balancing tbe books, so 
that at the end of tbe year you can see how the curb- 
ing stones are accounted for ? — I ask Mr. Doyle to 
hand me in an account of all the stock belonging to tbe 
Commissioners— chiefly for the value of them — and 
enter them in my account. 


1103. Mr. Lawless.— Do you depend on the accu- 
racy of Mr. Doyle ? — Yes. Of course, so far as I can 
I check them myself. 

1104. Mr. Exham. — In other places what we have 
liad is this : We have had a statement put in by the 
tow surveyor, beginning, “ I recommend tbe follow- 
ing works to be done.” That is laid before the com- 
mittee, and the committee then sanction the works or 
not, as the case may be ? — In stating what is done 
in other places you have stated precisely what is done 
here. 

1105. (Suggested by Mr. M‘Evoy.) — Suppose, by 
accident some of these curbing-stones were removed 
from stock, bow can you find it out by your present 
system? — I should say that if any storekeeper chose 
to act dishonestly, no matter how he keeps his books 
he could do so. 

1106. Mr. Exham. — (Reads): — 

“ Delivered one tbree-inch metal collar to Sntton, on account of 
the Dublin Corporation,, to Duff and Dunne." 

Why should a collar be delivered to tbe Dublin Cor- 
poration without their paying for it ? — Reading that 
entry, I should say a leakage occurred in our own 
township, and the collar was put on at the junction of 
the two pipes to repair the leak. 

1107. Are you bound to keep the mains in repair? 
— Certainly. 

1108. But why should it be delivered to Sutton, an 
officer of the Dublin Corporation ? — Sutton, who is in 
connexion with our water-mains here, was, I suppose, 
at the repairing ; and Dunne is the water inspector. 

1109. Mr. Exham. — If Sutton was acting for you 
it would be a perfectly right thing to take this out of 
your store, but if it was on account of tbe Dublin 
Corporation it should have come out of the stores of 
the Dublin Corporation. (To Mr. Doyle, surveyor.) 
— Do you not see the distinction “ on account of the 
Dublin Corporation ” ? 

Mr. Doyle. — That would look as if we lent one. 

1110. If so, should it not have been paid for? — 
Certainly. 

1111. (To tlie Town Cleric). — Who is Robson? — 
He is one of the staff. 

1112. Because immediately after this there is “de- 
livered one three-inch metal thimble,” not saying to 
whom ; and then “ one three-inch thimble to Robson ” ? 
— I should say that Robson would cover the two. 

1113. Mr. Exham. — (Reads): — 

“ Granite service-traps continued — Amount in hand brought for- 
ward, 34 ; received from Mr. Sexton, 2 ; received from town ball 
from Mr. Dixon, 4 ; total of stock in hand, 40 ; delivery as account 
per other side, 44. Delivered to Kingstown Gas Company, 1 ; 
delivered for Mariners’ Church, ] ; total, 46 " 

What was the meaning of giving one to the Kings- 
town Gas Company ? — That could not have been 
delivered unless they lodged money, and asked for a 
water service. 

1114. If so, where is the entry of the money lodged 
for it ?— It is not there. 

1115. How could you have forty in hand, and 
deliver forty-six? Can you explain that? — I cannot. 
I should say that was exceedingly bad book-keeping. 

1116. Mr. Lawless. — Here is a book, which you 
say is kept by the town surveyor, not kept in accor- 
dance with the printed columns. I perceive tlie 
columns are not filled up ? 

Mr. Doyle. — The stones are weighed in the store on 
coining in, and on going out we do not weigh them ; 
they are weighed coming in, and we pay on the 
weight. 

1117. Mr. Exham (to Witness). — This purports to 
be an account of everything that comes into your yard 
from Mr. Sexton, the contractor — not what goes out, 
as Mr. Doyle appeal’s to be under tbe impression. 
“ Supplied Mr. Sexton ” does not mean delivered to 
Mr. Doyle for tbe Town Commissioners. 

Mr. Doyle. — Tbe contractor does not deliver any 
stones on toe road: the stones are supplied into tlie 
yard by Mr. Sexton, and we deliver them with onr own 
horses. 
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1118. Mr. Exham. — The book only shows what; 
goes out by your own horses ; and the book does not 
show, that I can see, what Mr. Sexton supplies. 
(Reading.) “Black stones, 180 loads ” have gone out 
— equal 116 tons ; but how do you know what Mr. 
Sexton delivered in, unless you take it by what went 
out! 

Mr. Doyle. — We take them out, and do not weigh. 
We have a book for. each description of stone. 

1119. Mr. Exham (to Mr. Ennis — examining road 
material book).. — The “ total weight ” is a blank, the 
price is not given ; and the places where the stones 
were delivered is not specified, only the distribution 
being recorded 1 — We distribute : the contractor does 
not. distribute. 

1120. Where is the book showing the amount of 
stores you receive, and the amount you pay him ? — 
The storekeeper has that. 

1121. Mr. Lawless. — Is there a wi-itten order given 
to the storekeeper for the delivery of anything in store 
that is to be given out? — Anything that is to be given 
•out in connexion with the water service of the town- 
ship, I give an order for. I can only speak for my 
own department. I have also this book of receipts. 

1122. (Suggested by Mr. M‘Evoy). — When yon 
grant stores for the water service, do you make an 
-entry in any book ? — No ; I do not grant a license for 
opening the l'oads for the water service ; we have no 
licensed plumbers, as the licensed plumbers after the 
construction of the waterworks ceased their connexion 
with this board. I direct the water inspector to make 
the return to me. I state and give an order for the 
amount of materials required for the work, and I give 
a receipt for the money to the applicant. 

1123. What check have you on the pipes going out 
of stock 1 — Turn to the storekeeper’s account, and you 
will find each of my orders accounted for and the 
quantity of materials coming in on the other side. 

1124. Mx\ Lawless. — How often does the store- 
keeper make a report ? — He makes a weekly report 
to the Road and W ater Committee on Wednesday morn- 
ing, and a further weekly report on the Fiiday morn- 
ing to the other committee. 

1125. Mr. Exham. — Here I see, in pencil : — “ Neal, 
Kennedy,. M‘Cann, and Byrne will account.” I sup- 
pose for the sixteen picks which appear to be out. 
That is the last entry I can see about picks in this 
book ? — These men got the picks and were to account 
for them. The storekeeper gave them in charge to 
these men. 

1126. But that is eleven months and a week ago ? — 
Oh, they are worn out long ago. They account for 
them when broken. 

1127. Mr. Lawless. — Are the men allowed to keep 
their tools used for public works, or are they obliged 
to bring them into store? — They bring them into 
store every evening. 

Mr. Exham. — This memorandum dates from the 
28th April last year, and there is not an entry of a 
pick given in or given out since that. 

1128. Mr. Lawless. — I find here an entiy in con- 
nexion with some of the stores which shows, I think, 
a rather curious mode of dealing. It is recorded that : 

“The town clerk reported that on the night of the 4th of Januarj- 
lie caught a man named Storks removing a bag of bitumen from the 
town yard; and that he stated lie had been sent for it by J. Brady 
for asplialte. The surveyor said he gave no direction for the re- 
moval of the bitumen, ns the mixing should take place only in the 
town yard. He gave no order to the storekeeper from January 4th 
to January 5th. The storekeeper produced a return of the asplialte 
and showed the quantities given out, and showed there was an over- 
draw of bitumen of eight cwt. in the surveyor’s order from lGlli 
December, 1876. to January, 1877. The surveyor stated the quan- 
tities of bitumen in stock, and how much bail been used, and from 
the number of vnrds made, there would appear to be a deficiency of 
about two tons' of bitumen in store. The carters, Duffy, Doyle, and 
Brady, were severally examined as to liow the removal on tbo night 
of the 4th of January took place. Brady was examined as to his 
letter to the Town Commissioners, and stated his statements against 
the town surveyor did not apply to the bitumen, but had reference 
to a private transaction whicli took place between them. The re- 
port of the storekeeper for the past three weeks was rend. A letter 
was read-from Brady as to his laying of the asphalte ; also about 
the removal of the bag of bitumen on tbo night of the 4th of 


January by a workman of Brady’s. After a full investigation of Kingstown. 
the matter referred to, it was found that Brady's complaint against j„ ra 7 IS7 -_ 

the town surveyor had no reference to tho asphalte referred to ; and 

that no fraud was intended by the removal of the bitumen, but that jj r _ Ennis, 
it was an irregularity arising from the loose way the bags were 
given out of store to Brady. On examination it would appear the 
stock is correct, except about two tons of bitumen, covering, accord- 
ing to Brady, about thirty-three square yards — so that at least the 
deficiency is one ton. The following resolution was then adopted 
on the motion of the chairman : — ‘ That, in view of the irregulari- 
ties which have taken place in giving out the asphalte by the store- 
keeper, and the difficulties which exist — the storekeeper stating that 
he is in the market when the coutractor or his men are taking the 
materials from the town hall yard — we strongly recommend the 
Board to advertise for tenders for supplying the best asphalte at 
so much per square yard, according to specification, to be approved 
of by the town surveyor and adopted by the Board.’ ” 

Has anything been done concerning that? — Witness. 

— It is proceeding. 

1129. Mr. Exham. — How long every day is the 
store-keeper away from the yard ? — Well, he is from 
time to time there, and from time to time here. 

From six in the morning to six in the evening he is 
on duty. The market is some distance from this. 

1130. The man fairly enough says: — “I can’t be 
accountable for anything, because when I am in the 
market people come and take bags out of store. 

How can I be accountable ? ” 

1131. Mr. Lawless. — Are there any of those 
asphalte works actually going on at present ? — Not 
at present. 

1132. Mr. Exham — Have there ever been any 
complaints made to your knowledge as to the men of 
the Town Commissioners — I do not say taking away 
a single load, but making large sales of stones? — 

There have not. 

1133. Do you recollect the Bill of 1873 ? — Yes. 

1134. Did that fall to the ground inconsequence 
of proper notices not having been given ? — That is so. 

1135. Who paid the costs in relation to what had 
been so far done — because I understand it was pro- 
moted by the Town Commissioners as a body ? Did 
they pay the costs of that out of the rate? — Oh, 
certainly not. 

1136. Was there an injunction obtained against 
them to restrain them from paying any even of the 
preliminary expenses out of the rate ? — Oh, no ; there 
was an inj miction to restrain them proceeding with 
the bill. 

1137. Mr. Lawless. — Were any of the costs of 
promoting or opposing this bill paid out of the rates ? 

Mr. Kelly. — There were costs paid to Mr. Hassard 
for plans. This Board had never anything to do with 
adopting these plans. 

Witness. — Mr. Hassard furnished a bill to the 
Commissioners for payment of costs, £48. The Com- 
missioners repudiated, the account. He brought us 
into the Court of Common Pleas. The thing was 
reviewed there ; and he got a verdict against the 
Commissioners, with costs. To be strictly accurate, 

I remember now about the costs of the hill; I thought 
of Parliamentary costs alone, hut we did in fact pay 
something in relation to that bill in the shape of costs 
of advertisements. 

1138. Mr. Lawless. — How were those costs for 
which Mr. Hassard got judgment against you paid? — 

Out of the rates. 

Mr. Kelly. — Although we never employed him at 
all. The jury decided on the evidence of Mr. M'Evoy 
that he, as chairman, of the Board, gave him authority 
to make the plans. 

1139. Mr. Exham. — Did the Board ever take any 
action to carry out Sir John Hawksliaw’s plans ? — 

They did. 

1140. What became of them. Did you adopt 
them or seek to carry them out? — This occurred — 

The proceedings in connexion with the bill in 1873 
were stopped by the injunction. The Commissioners, 
knowing by experience how to act legally, proceeded 
under the clauses of the Towns Improvement Clauses 
Act of 1847, giving the rate-payers leave to come in by 
remonstrance, but they were stopped in 1873 from 
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proceeding •with a bill in 1874 by the majority of the 
rate-payers having signed the remonstrance. 

1141. Was that document ever lodged here? — It is 
one of the documents I keep carefully locked up in the 
strong x’oom. I can let you see it at any time. 

1142. The Commissioners having gone so far to show 
their wish and intention to carry out Sir John Hawk- 
shaw’s plans, how is it that they have now changed 
their mind and adopted Mr. Doyle’s which Sir John 
Hawkshaw condemned? — He merely said the sur- 
veyor’s estimate was not sufficient. 

1143. Mr. Exham. — (Reads)! — 

“ Sow, in considering the plans I advise you to carry out, I 
may remark that the proposal of Mr. Doyle to utilize some ctraius, 
to construct others o! smaller size, and to inako two outfalls turn- 
ing all the sewage into one place, is an imperfect system and would 
riot satisfactorily dispose of the drainage of the town.” 

Witness. — Sir John Hawkshaw having made that 
report the Commissioners did not think well of acting 
upon it. They wished to have further inquiry on all 
these plans. 

1144. Mr. Exham. — This report was made in 1873 ; 
and you had published notices in 1873 of yoxu- inten- 
tion to apply for a bill in 1874 to carry out Sir John . 
Hawkshaw’s plan. Then that was stopped by re- 
monstrance, and you proceeded to obtain, the sanction 
of the Local Government Board to plans which Sir 
John Hawkshaw condemned as an imperfect scheme 
that would not cany out satisfactorily the drainage 
of the town. Is that not so ? — We are trying to get 
the order. 

1145. Mr. Law'LESS.— Sir John Hawkshaw also re- 
ports — “Mr. Doyle’s laudable desire is to avoid unneces- 
sary expense as much as possible." He, however, differs 
very much again with Mr. Doyle as to the advisability 
of the plans and the sum for which they could be car- 
ried out. 

1146. Mr. Exham. — He says — 

“ I estimate the cost of an intereeptiug sewer from one end to tlie 
other at £50,000 ; and, if you take the fall at Bullock Harbour, 
£30,000." 

Is it or not the fact that Sir John Hawkshaw, Mr. 
Hassard, and Mr. Palles agreed that a single intercept- 
ing sewer would he a desirable plan ? — Yes ; that is, a 
single intercepting sewer with one outfalL 

1147. Is the only question at present that Mr. 
Doyle proposes to discharge the sewage equally at the 
east and west piers?— Mr. M‘Evoy has asked me to 
state in explanation of that, that at the end of 1873 
the constitution of the board was changed, and again 
at the beginning of 1874. Those who were tlie mino- 
rity became the majority. 

Mr. Doyle. — In addition to that, I may tell you the 
Glasthule Board of Poor Law Guardians would not 
allow us to dischai'ge the sewage as proposed. 


1148. Was there any and what complaint made 
against the surveyor in 1874, and if so, what was tlie 
resolution passed in relation to it 1 — There was a reso- 
lution passed at the monthly meeting, March 2nd 
1874, there was a very large attendance. The resolu- 
tion was — 

“ Proposed by Mr. Kelly, seconded by Mr. Conroy, and resolved 
— 1 That the surveyor be called upon to resign, as be lias constantly 
disobeyed the rules laid down by the Board for his guidance, parti- 
cularly in obtaining goods without the consent of the board and in 
the unsatisfactory manner in wbicli he carries out the business of 
the township generally.” 

1149. Was the matter brought before the Board by 
the committee in accordance with that resolution? — In 
March, 1S74, this resolution was passed, and in that 
very month the inquiry was held here by Mr. Robin- 
son. The surveyor showed great zeal in the discharge 
of his duty at that time, and this became a dropped 
resolution. 

1150. There is another matter mentioned in Mr. 
Finlay’s report. There were some rates, which Mr. 
Finlay, I think, says were returned as irrecoverable, 
payable by Mr. Sexton ; and afterwards something was 
discovered about them ? — In the summer of 1872, 1 
think, the rate-collector in the course of his collection, 
came upon a house that was empty and unproductive. 
In his annual report he wrote it down as irrecoverable, 
and the house being empty during the greater part of 
the year, and the person being gone who would he 
liable to pay rates, we put it down “ irrecoverable.” 
Before the finance committee of the following year it 
transpired, from information a commissioner had oli- 
tained privately, that Mr. Sexton had purchased this 
property, aud that after the rate had been wiped out 
he deducted from the purchase-money the amount due 
as if the rates had to be paid up. It h aving been stated 
before tbe auditor that the rates were actually stopped 
from the vendor by the purchaser, he said the rates 
should be paid. Mr. Sexton afterwards sent up the 
amount of the rates. When tlie matter was brought 
before the finance committee, I was directed to apply 
to Mr. Sexton for the rates, and he came down ancl 
said he was not liable, and did not see why he should 
he asked for rates for which he was not liable, but lie 
afterwards did pay the amount. I heard an explanation 
of that since, which was, that the vendor owed Mr. 
Sexton a sum of money, ancl that it was really as a set- 
off against a private debt that he stopped it. 

1151. Do you recollect when application was made 
by Mr. Doyle in January, 1876, for an increase of 
salary, was there any resolution moved by Mr. Kelly 
on the subject ? — He gave notice he woiild move on 
March 6th — 

“That, in consequence of the addition to the township by Act of 
Parliament, tlie salaries of the secretary and town surveyor be in- 
creased by £5 each." 


Wednesday. — April 11 , 1877 . 


1152. A deputation of ratepayers attended at the 
inquiry, and made a statement complaining of the oper- 
ation of the law with respect to weights and measures. 
They requested us to hear evidence with a view of 
showing that there was a defect in the law, which pre- 
vented them from having their weights and scales duly 


adjusted, whereby they were liable to have them seized 
and to be fined besides at the instance of the police. 
We informed them that we could not go into any in- 
quiry on the subject, but at their urgent inquest we 
stated that we would report on our notes that they had 
made the application. 


Mr. Doyle recalled. 


1153. Mr. Exham. — Are you awarethat there should 
he a map of the township showing 'all the existing 
sewers? — Yes. 

1154. Is there such a map? — Yes. 

1155. Was it prepared by you ? — Yes; from time to 
time. 

1156. Was it made by you since you were appointed 
surveyor or was it continued by you so as to point out 
the sewers you made? — It was continued by me. I 
want to explain that we have not the large scale map 


directed by the Act of Parliament for thdt purpose. 
This (producing a map) is the only scale map we have. 
We have not the eighteen-inch scale that we should 
have. 

1157. Have you or have you not a map in confor- 
mity with the provisions of the Act of Parliament? — 
No. 

. 1158. Is there a map showing all the sewers existing 
in the town ? — Yes ; there is. 
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Mr. John Jones examined. 


1159. Mr. Lawless. — Are you a ratepayer? — Yes, 
for sixteen years, in the G-lasthule district. 

1160. What is the nature of your complaint? — I 
have to complain that a sewer was ran out through 
the wall to the sea at Burdett-avenue. The last high 
tide left the shore open, and it now discharges itself 
on the strand above high-water mark just at the wall. 
The. late great high tide tore away the wall, and the 
Commissioners refuse either to build it up or to cany 
the sewage out beyond high-water mark. The nuisance 
is discharging itself under my window, and I do not 
know exactly what to do. The Commissioners say 
they are not liable. In making the opening through 
the wall to put the sewer through they shook it so 
much that the very next high tide took it away. 

1161. When did that happen? — Last summer. 

1162. Is the sewage now discharged above high 
water? — Yes ; fifteen feet above high water. 

1163. How fax' from your house? — About five or 
six yards. 

1164. Have you represented this matter to the 
Commissioners ? — I have written to the Board. 

1165. When did you write? — About two months 
ago. I suppose they will produce my letter. 

1166. Did you get any answer to your letter? — Tire 
Chairman, Mr. Barrett, called on me. 

1167. Did yoxx get any official answer? — No. 

1168. Has anything been done to remove the cause 
of complaint? — No. 

1 169. Is the wall thrown down ? — Yes, and a person 
wont down there yesterday, and drew away a quantity 
of the stones in his horse and cart. 

1170. Is Bxxi'dett-avenue within the township? — 
Yes, of course it is. 

1171. Do yoxx pay the taxes? — Yes. I am rated 
at £32 a year-. 

1172. Was this a new sewer? — Yes. 

1173. When was it made? — They commenced it, I 
think, some time in June, 1876, and it was left xinfi- 
nished, so that neither a car nor vehicle of any sort 
could pass down there. 

1174. How long was the road left unrepaix'ed while 
the sewer was being made ? — It was a long time. 

1175. After the sewer was completed was the rood 
properly finished ? — Well, it was. 

1176. Does the sewer of yoxxr own house communi- 
cate with it? — No; I have one for my own house, 
three feet under it, but it does not commxxnicate with 
the main sewer. 

1177. Do you mean to say that they have made the 
sewer in Bxxrdett-avenue three feet above yoxxr sewer ? 
—Yes. 

1178. Andxvhat do the other houses do? — It is low 
enough for them. 

1179. What does Mr. Doyle mean by saying that 
every house is connected with the main sewer ? — I do 
not know. 

1180. Were yoxx called xxpon to make a connecting 
sewer between your own house and that drain ? — No, 
I was not. 

1181. Is the sewer from yoxu’ hoxxse into the sea ? 
— Yes. 

1182. And three feet lower than the main sewei:? — 
I am told so by the landlord who bxxilt the house. 

1183. Howmuch above the level of high-watermark 
is the present sewer made down Bxxrdett-avenue? — I 
never saw it within two feet of it. 

1184. Was there anything to prevent the sewer in 
Burdett-avenue from being made low enough for your 
hoxxse?— Nothing but the expense. 

1185. (To the Town CM :). — Have yoxx got Mr. 
Jones’ letter? 

1186. (To Mr. Doyle).- — Is this place in the state that 
Mr. Jones’ describes it to be? — The wall is broken 


down, and the sewage discharges itself above high-water 
mark. 

1187. Did yoxx make it discharge itself above high- 
water mark? — It always did so. 

1188. Was this sewer made in 1876? — Yes, but 
there was an old oiie there before. 

1189. I understood yoxx to say that everyone was 
made connect their house-drains with the main sewers ; 

Mi-. J ones says that his sewer is three feet lower than 
the other one? — Yes, it is. 

1190. In making this sewer, did you adopt the out- 
fall of the old sewer ? — Yes. 

1191. Do you propose to make another sewer there? 

— We have applied for powers to make an intercepting 
sewei', which will catch it. 

1192. How long was the old sewer made? — Long 
before my time. 

1193. Do you discharge the sewage there a number 
of feet above high-water mark? — Yes. 

1194. Do you know it is a nuisance? — We will 
provide for it properly hereafter. 

1195. Do you know it is a nuisance? — The water 
washes it away at high-water. There were some of 
the houses there had cesspools, and we made them con- 
nect with tdie new sewer. 

1196. How can the water wash it away at high- 
water if the discharge is several feet above high-water 
mark ? — It does so sometimes. 

1197. What has become of the sewage since last 
October? Have yoxx turned all the cesspools into the 
sewer which has since been broken ; and if so, where 
does the sewage go ? — I think it goes out to sea. 

1198. Town CM:. — This is Mr. Jones’ letter to the 
Town Commissioners :— 

“ 17th February, 1877. 

“ To the Chairman of the Town Commissioners. 

“ Sir, — Allow me to call the attention of the board to the dan- 
gerous and disgraceful state of the sea-wall at the end of Burdett- 
avenue, .which was thrown down by the late storm, in consequence 
of the wall being shook by opening a sewer. It appears as if no 
one took any notice of it. The steps going down to the sea-wall 
are thrown about, the coping stones are broken, and are carted away 
by the people ; the iron railings are torn out of the stones, anil 
thrown about the shore, and unless something is done to prevent 
the destruction of the wall it will be a matter of great expense be- 
fore long. Hoping this will be the means of calling the attention 
of the Commissioners to it, and having it made right, 

“John Jones, Ratepayer.” 

1199. Mr. Exham (to Mr. Doyle). — Is that wall Mr. Doyle, 
within the township ? — Yes. 

1200. Is it part of the shore wall at the sea? — 

Yes. 

1201. Have yoxx received any directions about it? 

— -No ; I mentioned it in the very last report. I did 
so in several reports, but I did not get directions to 
have it remedied. 

The Town Cleric. — The Commissioners believe they 
are not bound to repair that wall. 

Mr. Jones. — The Commissioners repaired that wall 
ten years ago. 

1202. Mr. Lawless. — Did the 'Commissioners 
express any opinion xxpon the rebuilding or repairing 
of the sexver ? 

Town Clerk. — That was not brought before the 
Commissioners. 

1203. Mr. Exham. — M r. Doyle says it is the pro- 
perty of the Commissioners, and this gentleman says 
that the stones are being carted away, that the coping 
is broken, and that the iron rails are scattered about. 

If it is the property of the Commissioners, are they 
to allow it to remain in that condition ? 

Mr. Barrett ■ (Chairman of the Commissioners). — 

My opinion is that we shoxxld not allow it to continue 
in that state. 


Kingstown. 
April 11.1877 

hfr. John ' 
Jones. 
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Kingstown. 
Jprilll, 1877. 
Mr. Doyle. 


Mr. Doyli 

1204. Mr. Exham. — The Commissioners are bound 
to have, under the 13th section of the Towns Improve- 
ment Clauses Act, 1847, a map of the township on a 
scale of not less than sixty inches to the mile. Have 
you got such a map 1 — No. There is a map on the -wall 
beside you of the town before we got the extended 
area. 

1205. Is it on that scale 1 — No, it is not. 

1206. Was that map made before you came into 
office? — It was. 

1207. Did you ever make application to the Com- 
missioners for powers to carry out the Act of Parlia- 
ment with regard to the map ? — I did not. 

1208. Why did you not? — I told them I could 
not comply with the terms of the law as regarded the 
extended township. 

1209. Why could you not? — Because it was not 
published ; the Ordnance map was not published. 

1210. The Act of Parliament does not say anything 
about that. What it does say is this (reads) : — 

“The Commissioners shall, as soon as conveniently may he after 
the passing of said Act (that is, the Act of 1847), procure or cause 
to be made a survey and map of the district on. a scale of not less 
than sixty inches to the mile." 

They are to have the map made hy some competent 
person, and you, as surveyor’, could have made it. Do 
you know that clause of the Act? — Yes. 

1211. Why, then, did you not ask for authority to 
carry out the provisions of that Act, so that the rate- 
payers could see what sewers were made ? — I did not 
do it. 

1212. Did you ever ask for authority to have it 
done? — Shortly after the passing of the Extension Act 
the subject of having a map came np, and I was 
directed to make one, but I objected to doing it, 
because I did not tlrink I was the person to do it. 

1213. When did you get orders to do it 1 — I think 
about five years ago. 

121 4. The Act of Parliament was passed in the year 
1847, and no complete map has been made yet? — That 

1215. Did you ever see a report made by Mr. Pallas 
in 1867, when he was town surveyor 1 — Yes. 

1216. Do you know that he called attention of the 
Commissioners to the fact that there was no map of 
the Kingstown sewerage? — I think so. 

1217. Therefore the Commissioners were apprised 
so far hack as 1867 that the Act of Parliament was not 
complied with, and that there was no means of ascer- 
taining the levels, and so on ? — That is so. 

1218. Mr-. Lawless. — Was Mr. Pallas at that time 
surveyor to the township ? — He was called upon to 
])roduce a 'map and scheme of sewerage at that time, 
and he was appointed surveyor shortly afterwards. 

1219. Mr. Exham. — How often have yon been at 
this Letterkenny railway ? Have they not their office 
in Londonderry ? — Yes. - 

1220. How often have you been away at London- 
derry about this railway?-— I think I was not away 
more than twice. 

1221. And how long on these occasions ? — Two days 
at the most. 

1222. And the days going and coming? — No, two 
days, including the travelliiig. 

1223. Am I right in saying that on the 10th or 
12th March last tenders were opened or received for 
the construction of this railway on plans prepared by 
you ? — Yes, you are. 

1224. Have you an office in Londonderry? — No. 

1225. Where were the parties to communicate with 
you? — They called here in Kingstown. 

1226. This railway is being constructed under a 
renewed Act of last year 1 — Yes, there is no contract 
yet entered into. 

1227. Are they not going to expend £70,000 within 
a year and a half? — They hope to do so. 


: recalled. 

1228. Is that work to be earned out under yom- 
supervision ? — That is not settled yet. 

1229. Have you applied to be appointed engineer 
to construct these works ? — I am trying to better my 
position. If I do so I’ll give up the township. 

1230. I only want to know if it is your intention 
to try and carry on both ? — I was always a railwav 
engineer, and it is more suited to my tastes. 

1231. Mr. Lawless. — H ave you ever applied to the 

Commissioners for leave to attend to that Letterkenny 
business ? — I did not mention it. 

1232. Mr-. Exham. — I understood you to say on 
last Saturday that during the pendency of the works, 
in the township by Messrs. Edmuudson’s firm, Mr. 
Wigham, one of the members of that firm put his 
name to a bill of exchange for your benefit for £30, 
and which you afterwards took up? — I said certainly 
that he gave me an accommodation bill, but he merely 
gave me the money, and I gave him an I O U for it. 

1233. Did Mr. Wigliam give you money on yous 
I O U?— Yes. 

1234. During the pendency of the works? — Yes,, 
and it was paid by me. 

1235. Mr. Lawless. — H ow much was it ? I think 
it was £30 ; whatever it was I paid it. 

1236. Mr. Exham. — D id you apply to Mr. Wigliam 
for that puipose? — Yes, Mr. Wigham and I were 
intimate, and I thought I might intrude myself on him 
for the time being. 

1237. Was it to he a loan for any length of time ? 
— It was an I O TJ. 

1238. How far had the works then progressed? — 
They had progressed very far at the time. 

1239. Were you giving certificates to his firm from 
time to time for the work? — Yes. 

1240. Was it to he a loan for a mouth 1 , or for a year 
or two years ? — I returned the money the moment I 
could. I told him it would be a very short time. It 
was not an accommodation bill I made a mistake in 
saying so. 

1241. I observed a letter in the paper yesterday 
morning in which Mi-. Wigham, of the firm of 
Edmundson and Company, said : — 

“ Our attention having been called to a statement hy Mr. Doyle, 
town surveyor, in which lie said that he had allowed Messrs. Edmund- 
son in 1871 to substitute one description of hydrant stone for 
another, we think it right to say that we had no wish to make this 
substitution, but Mr. Doyle in the exercise of the discretion vested, 
in him under our contract requested us to do so ; and although we 
were not called upon to make any deduction in consequence of this 
exchange, we submitted to a deduction from our account rather 
than get into a law-suit with the Commissioners. We also observe 
that Mr. Doyle is reported to have said that he had received an 
accommodation bill for £30 from Mr. Wigham, a partner in our firm. • 
It is scarcely necessary for us to say that this statement is utterly 
untrue, neither Mr. Wigham on his own behalf, nor we as a firm, 
having ever had any bill transactions of any kind whatever with 
Mr. Doyle.” 

Was it at your own request that they substituted one 
kind of stone for another ? — I beg to say that state- 
ment is utterly untrue. 

1242. Do you state that it was not at your request 
it was done?-- 1 do. It was not. 

1243. Did they put them in without your know- 
ledge? — No. But it is perfectly well known that the 
quantity of Dalkey granite could not be got, and we 
substituted mountain granite instead. 

1244. Was it then a mutual arrangement? — They 
asked me was it all right, and I said “ Yes.” 

1245. Did they do it with your sanction ? — Yes. 

1246. But not at your suggestion ? — No. 

1247. What was the nature of the difficulty in- 

getting Dalkey granite ? — They were to be stones three 
feet six inches square, and there were such a vast num- 
ber — 240 odd — required in such a hurry, that they 
could not be got in time. , . 

1248. Was it not a curious thing then to put it in 
the contract? — Well, it was a curious thing, but it did 
not seem so at the time. 
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Mr. John It. "Wigham examined. 


1249. Mr. Exham. — You are a partner of the firm 
of Edmundson and Company ? — Yes. I am the person 
■who had charge of these works at Kingstown. I 
attend here to-day in consequence of what I saw in the 
papers — a report of Mi - . Doyle’s evidence, in which he 
stated that I had passed an accommodation hill, or 
given an accommodation hill to him. Now, it was par- 
ticularly unpleasant to have a statement of this kind 
made ; and it is a statement which is not only utterly 
untrue, but peculiarly inapplicable, because I never 
accepted a bill in my life, and all the transactions of 
Edmundson and Company for the past thirty years 
were cash transactions. They never, as a firm, accepted 
a bill during that period of thirty years, and I never 
had any such transaction with Mr. Doyle. 

1250. That is admitted by him now to be a fact? 
— With regard to the stones. In the same newspaper 
report of the evidence given here, there is an account 
about these stones, from which it would seem as if an 
inference might be drawn that Messrs. Edmundson 
had derived some benefit from the liberty given by 
Mi - . Doyle to supply smaller stones, and that we might 
do this in a corrupt and collusory kind of way, in con- 
nexion with this bill that he spoke of. I think it 
right to say in the outset, that I never gave or re- 
ceived any favour from Mr. Doyle except this. Mr. 
Doyle called on me one day, apparently in great dis- 
tress and embarrassment, andasked me for some money, 


I happen to know a most respectable man in Dalkey, 
who will supply them about as cheaply as any other 
person.” I said to him, “I have already taken tenders 
for supplying these stones, and I have the prices fixed 
at which I was intending to enter into a contract for 
them .” And he replied to that by saying, “ I’ll under- 
take that the gentleman I refer to will sell you the 
stones at the same price as you will get them from any 
other person at.” I then agreed to his arrangement. 
The work was allowed to progress for some time, 
when I got a letter from Mr. Doyle. 

1253. Did he name the individual from whom he 
was to get the stones ? — Yes; Mr. Cunningham. That 
letter from Mr. Doyle requested me to pay £16 to 
Mr. Cunningham, on account of some stones delivered 
and some not delivered. The letter is as follows: — 

“January 15th, 1870, Kingstown Commissioners’ Office, 
“ Harrymount. 

“To Messrs. Edmundson & Company. 

“ Gentlemen, — The hearer, Mr. John Cunningham, the con- 
tractor for hydrant blocks, would feel much indebted if you would 
kindly advance him, on account of his contract, .£15. He has some 
twelve blocks delivered, and he has in hands some twenty more 
ready for delivering, and which I'll engage in a week will be on the 
ground. Your compliance with this request will very much oblige 
me, and be of great service to him. 

"I am yours, 

“F. A. Doyle." 


Kingstown. 
April 11, 18.7. 

Mr. John K. 
Wigham. 


saying to me, “ If yon oblige me with £40 1 will give 
you an I 0 TJ, and pay you before Monday.” I did 
not like to be hard on a man in distress, and gave him 
a cheque for the money ; but it was not paid as pro- 
mised on Monday ; it was not paid for a long time, 
although it was applied for again and again, till my 
patience was exhausted, and it had to be sought for 
tbxough our solicitor, and even he was not able to get 
it for some time, but it was ultimately paid. It took 
three years to collect the debt, which was not paid 
until January, 1876. 

1251. The debt was £40, and I see from the memo- 
randum you produce that it ran up to £52 12s. 8 d., 
including the costs. Was interest not charged on it 1 
— No. Mr. Doyle has said that the statement of 
Messrs. Edmundson in the letter in the paper as to 
the stone being substituted at his request is untrue, 
but he says it was done with his sanction. I am pre- 
pared to show that the statement of my firm that these 
stones were supplied at his request was perfectly correct, 
and is not untrue. I submitted a tender to the Kings- 
town Commissioners on the part of my film for supply- 
ing these waterworks at Kingstown. It was not a bulk 
sum ; the items were given in detail — so much for 
pipes and so much for various other items. I was 
furnished, as well as other contractors, with a copy of 
the specification ; I filled in the price and sent in the 
tender which was accepted. I was sent for to attend 
the Board, and my tender being then and there 


And here is the receipt for the money — 

“Received, from Messrs. Edmundson and Company, £15, on 
account of hydrant stones. John Cunningham, Dublin, 16th July, 
1870.'’ 

And then there is this postcript — 

“ These stones are 12s. each. John Cunningham.” 

1254. Yon say that the word “Dalkey” was not 
the form in which you tendered ? 

Town Clerk . — The Town Commissioners told Mr. 
Doyle to make that alteration. 

Witness . — The entry about the stones being at 12s. 
was made by Mr. Cunningham, because I said, “ My 
understanding with Mr. Doyle is, that you are to 
chai - ge me the same rate as I could get the stones 
from other parties for ; it was on that understanding 
I agreed to do this.” He was quite satisfied when 
I told him the price. At the time this money was 
paid, I had no idea that the stones were not the full 

size the price of course is the full one that we 

were to pay and did pay for the sized stones in the 
contract. 

1255. Do you mean to say that you paid tins man 
Cunningham for the stones at the full price on Mr. 
Doyle’s certificate! — Certainly; for every one of 

t!l< 1256. As if they were three feet six square? — 


accepted by the Commissioners, we had some pleasant 
interchange of courtesy about it. I had to initial the 
different items in the specification, and when I came 
to the clause about the stones I found the word 
“ Dalkey,” which was not in the original tender. 

1252. Was it not in the original printed one 1 — No ; 
it was not in the form supplied to us, but when I 
came to initial the copy of that printed form which 
the Commissioners had, the word Dalkey was in it. 
I asked what it was for, and Mr. Doyle said it was 
a matter of very little consequence, that Dalkey was 
the best granite, and that I would like to give the 
best material. “ But,” said he, “ I know personally 
that there will be no difficulty in getting this stone.” 
On this assurance I allowed the word “Dalkey” to 
remain, and I initialed it, and it is in the contract. 
The work commenced; and very shortly after, Mr. 
Doyle said to me (I used to go out to idle place fre- 
quently about various matters) — “ With regard to this 
Dalkey stone, I’ll save you all trouble about it. I’ll 
get the stone for you, and you will have no trouble. 


res. , 

1257. Did Mr. Doyle after that refuse to give you- 
a certificate of their being the full size?— Yes ; shortly 
after I paid this money to Mr. Cunningham, my fore- 
man informed me they were not the size. I went 
at once to Mr. Doyle, and told him so, and he said 
they would do perfectly well; that there was no 
possibility of getting Dalkey granite stones of that 
size, that anyhow he was satisfied with them, and 
that ought to be enough for me ; and then I said if 
he was satisfied of course I was satisfied. Shortly 
after that I received another letter from Mr. Doyle 
to pay for a further delivery of stones. 

1258. After being aware of the fact that the other 
stones were not the full size ? — Yes. 

1259. Did you receive offers from other persons to 
supply full size stones at the same price? — Yes. 

1260. Could you have got the full-sized stones 
without any difficulty ?— There might be some diffi- 
culty. I believe there is something in that ; but 1 
could have got them. 
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1261. What is the date of the second letter you 
received? — I’ll read it. (Reads): — 

“August 18th, 1870, 

“ Kingstown Commissioners’ Office, 

“ Harrymouut, Kingstown. 

“ Dear Sir, — The bearer, Mr. Cunningham, has delivered sixty 
large blocks for hydrants ; and as he wants money, will you kindly 
let him have the amount, deducting the former payment. 

“Tours, &c., 

“ F. A. Doyle.” 

And here is the account : — 

“Messrs. Edmuudson and Co. to John Cunningham, sixty' 
hydrant stones, £3G; by cash, .£15; balance, £21.” 

And it is receipted thus — “ Paid, £21.” Here again is 
the account in full : — 

“14th November, 1870, Messrs. Edmundson and Co., Capel- 
street, to John Cunningham. — To delivering 131 hydrant stones at 
Kingstown, at 12s., £78 12s. 

That was at the three feet six square, the original price. 

“Deduct sixty paid before, £3G; balance, £42 12s. Paid. 
Certified as correct. ]?. A. Doyi.r, c.e.” 

I have only to say now that I trust you will see the 
stones were got at his request. 

1262. After that were you made take off a certain 
portion of your account, on the ground that that was 
an incorrect certificate?— Yes. 

1263. How much was taken off? — £50; they wanted 
to deduct £70 and I objected, hut rather than have 
a regular fight we took off £50. £50 is but a small 
item in so large an account. 

1264. You mean on the pipe-laying and everything? 
— Yes ; our contract was for £9,000. We paid, how- 
ever, for the stones as if they were the full size. 

1265. Mr. Doyle. — At the time we entered into 
these contracts the word “ Dalkey” was agreed on by a 
resolution of the Commissioners. The Messrs. Edmund- 
son accepted the contract with the word “ Dalkey ” in 
it. After some time I brought over this man Cunning- 
ham and he agreed to deliver the blocks. Mr. Wigham 
and I were walking over the works one day and I 
drew his attention to the blocks, and said, “ That is 
not the size ; how does this come?” He said he really 
did not know ; and I then said they were small and not 


large enough, and he must take something off, and he 
replied, “Yes.” 

1266. When was this ? — At the commencement of 
the works in 1 870. It happened early in the momino- 
He promised that if the same thing occurred again he 
would give the full reduction. I merely gave him a 
certificate that the stone was on the ground. 

1267. Did you not give him a certificate that there 
was £78 worth on the ground? Did you not certify 
for them as contract stones ? — I was not to know any- 
thing about the price. 

1268. I am not asking you anything about the prico • 
but if you refer to the letter of August, 1870, you 
will find that you certified for sixty “ large ” blocks? 
— They were “huge” blocks. I wish to he put on my 
oath about this matter. A man may be poor and not 
have money, but he may be honourable. 

1269. Was it before or after the date of your letter 
of 13th August, 1870, that you had this conversation 
•with Mr. Wigham, and called his attention to the size 
of the blocks ? — I’ll refer to my notes and see. 

1270. Had you any contract or agreement with Mi-. 
Cunningham about those stones? — Certainly not; I 
merely introduced him to Mr; Wigham as a stone 
contractor. 

1271. What did you mean by using the words 
“large stone” in the letter? — They are large blocks. 
Three feet square would he large. 

1272. Did you not mean to certify that they were 
blocks equal to contract ? — No. 

1273. Your own specification specifies exactly what 
they are to be. Did you measure them before you 
gave the certificate? — There were very few of them 
down at the time, and I drew the attention -of Mr. 
Wigham to them. 

1 27 4. Why did you recommend Mr., Cunningham to 
Mr. Wigham 1 — He is a well known quarryman in 
Dalkey, and he is very well able to do this work. He 
has done work for the Dublin Coiporation. 

Mr. Wigham . — I adhere to my statement that it was 
I called attention to the smallness of the stones. 

1275. Did Cunningham allow your firm to deduct 
anything from his account ? — No ; we have his receipt 
for the full amount. 


Mi-. Doyle recalled. 


1276. Mr. Exham. — Do you know Willmount- 
avenue ? — Yes. 

1277. Do you know the cottage occupied by Mr. 
William Read? — Yes. 

1278. Do you know how that avenue is sewered 1 — 
There is no sewer in it. 

1279. At all?— No. 

1280. How is it drained? — It is private ground, 
and we have no liberty to go into it. We have a 
water main, hut there is no gas main in it. The 
houses are just beside the sea, so of course they have 
not hing to do but run the sewer out through the ram- 
part wall. 

1281. Do you know the sewer from Mr. Read’s 
cottage in Willmount-avenue ? — I do, well. 

1282. Is it run through the rampart wall? — It is. 

1283. Through the wall and not against it? — Not 
against it. 

1284. Are you quite positive about that? — It is 
not open to the sea. There are crevices through the 
wall, which the sewage goes through underneath. 

1285. Does the sewage ooze through imdemeath? 
— Yes; hut the pipe does not show. You cannot see it. 

1286. Is it a sewer or pipe under the care of the 
Commissioners ? — No. 

1287. Why do you say it is not? — They cannot go 
in there as it is private ground, unless the attention 
of the sanitary authority was drawn to it. 

1288. Was the attention of the sanitary authority 
drawn to it ? — There was some dispute about the place 
between Mr. Read and some other person ; they had 
some law over it. 

1289. Was it Miss Williams?— Yes. 


1290. Has Mr. Read ever applied to you, as town 
surveyor, with reference to this place 1— Yes, and I 
have gone there to look at the place. 

1291. Have you communicated the state of affairs 
there to the Commissioners ? — No. 

1292. Have you asked for instructions concerning 
it?— No. 

1293. Have you communicated with the sanitary 
authority concerning it?— The executive sanitary officer 
has looked after it. 

1294. Mr. Ennis ? — No, it was Mr. Craig, the sub- 
sanitary officer. 

1295. Has the sub-sanitary officer made any report 
about it? — Yes ; he Inis compelled the sewer to be 
opened, and laid down afresh. 

1296. Does not the sewer remain in the very same 
state still ? Does it not terminate on the inside of the 
rampart wall ? — It does. . 

1297. Do you call that a sufficient system of drain- 
age for the houses? — I do not. It is my impression 
that the work there should be properly done, and Miss 
Williams has promised to do it. 

1298. Were there any directions given about the 
work being properly done ? — No. 

1299. Did you ever receive any instructions from 
the Commissioners about it ? — No, never. 

1300. Is it in the Glasthule drainage district ? — Yes. 

1301. Were ihere any proceedings taken against Mr. 
£,ead and Miss Williams ? — I believe the sub-sanitary 
officer took proceedings against them both. 

1302. What was the result, do you know —It was 
that thex - e was a concession made on both sides, and 
the pipes were laid down afresh. 
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1303. The Town Clerk. — I have found the resolution 
with reference to the map of the sewers. (Reads) : — - 

“ 4 tli September, 1876. Resolved — 1 That the town surveyor be 
mid is hereby directed to complete the map of the township as in- 
tended by the Kingstown Extension Act, 1S74, and in accordance 
with section 34 of the 10 & 11 Vic. ; the Commissioners considering 
that this work is included in the duties of the office of town sur- 

1304. Mr. Exham (to Mr. Boyle). — Has anything 
been done since that time ? — No ; it was a very bad 
season. I intend to apply to the Commissioners to fur- 
nish me with instructions to carry out the survey. 

1 305. Why have you not made the application before 
this ? — The winter time is a bad time to do it. I have 
just now to say a few words with respect to the charges 
brought against me. One was about the hydrant stones, 
and another was that I certified for a quantity of stones, 
and trusted the man to deliver the rest. Now, I say 
that the man (Neale) did deliver the. required number 
of tons of stones, and I produced my notes before the 
inquiry, but they would not be taken in evidence by 
the committee. 

1306. Did the Commissioners refuse to take your 
notes as evidence l — Yes ; I was told that they made 
the thing worse. Here are the notes which I offered to 
lay before them at the time.- (Notes produced.) 

1307. Did you explain the notes ? — Yes. 

1308. You heard the explanation about the quarry 1 
— Yes ; that is a very different thing. 

1309. Do you say that Neale actually delivered the 
correct number of tons ? — I will swear it. 

1310. How was it that Neale never made them pay 
him? — I do not know ; he got £20. There was another 
complaint made against me with reference to the stop- 
cock — that I certified for it. The fact is I looked over- 
all these things, and certified for them as I found them. 
We had a water inspector, and if he saw it off at any 
time he would have reported it to me, but he did not, 
and of course I had no evidence about it. In 1873, 
Mr. M'Evoy was chairman. There was a very parti- 
cular bit of sewer to be made in a place called Edgar’s- 
avenue. Mr. M'Evoy came with me and saw the work 
necessary to be done. We were connecting private 
houses, and he ordered me to do it at once for fear the 
man would change liis mind, and I did so. When the 
tiling came to be paid for the Commissioners refused 
to pay it. I applied to Mr. M'Evoy, and he wi-ote to 
Mr. Ennis and said he had told me to do it, but said 
lie thought I had got the order. I could not have got 
the order for three weeks, but I did the work by the 
order of Mr. M'Evoy. 

1311. Was that the only reason they had for saying 
what they did ? — I was really unaware what the other 
irregularities were. I have been here for eight years, 
and during that time party spirit ran very high amongst 
the Commissioners, and it was very hard to keep out 
of difficulty with them, but I do not know of anything 
else. 

1312. Town Clerk. — I may say with reference to 
Tilley's matter that I find there was £9 lodged in 1871, 
Mr. Doyle was to hand in the value of certain articles 
to be disposed of, and he did hand in £9. The money 
referred to was paid by Mr. Doyle for Mr. Tilley in 
February, 1871. 

1313. Do you consider Mr. Tilley’s money was part 
of the £9 ? — I do. 

1314. (Suggested by Mr. M‘Evoy). — How do you 
know it was included in the £9 ? Yo.u said before it 
was not paid? — I think I can trust my memory about 
it. 

1315. Mr. Doyle. — There was a time here when we 
had an inspector. He was a favourite of Mr. M'Evoy’s. 
I was annoyed out of my life by that gentleman. He 
acted as a kind of detective. 

1316. You say an inspector. What do you mean 
by that ? — I say he was appointed inspeotor. 

1317. Did he hold any office under the Commis- 
sioners ? — He was store clerk, head ganger, and every- 
thing of that kind. 

1318. What was his name? — Byrne. 


1319. Has he any office at present? — No ; he was 
dismissed. 

Mr. M'Evoy . — He was dismissed by mein June, 1872. 

1320. Did you complain of anything in the conduct 

of Byrne? — Yes. He was a spy set to watch my 
movements, and make reports to the chairman. We 
commenced to make a sewer in Tipper George’s- 
street 

1321. When? — In 1873, I think. Immediately 
when the aperture was made to commence this sewer, 

I found a man named Brady there, as he said, by Mr. 
M'Evoy’s direction. 

1322. What do you mean ? — He was there to watch 
every movement of mine, and to give information to 
Mr. M'Evoy. 

1323. Did he say so? — He did; and he remained 
there till I called the police, and had him removed. 

1324. Was Mr. M'Evoy then the chairman of the 
board ? — I think he was. 

1325. Did he place this man Byrne there to report 
to him how the work was being done ? — Yes. 

1326. Was it for the purpose of seeing that the 
proper materials were used ? — I really could not say. 
He reported that there was a bit of stoue in the sewer, 
and that it would not work. 

1327. Was he put there tc\ see how the work was 
done ? — To interfere with my movements. 

1328. Did he interfere with your movements ? — No. 

1329. Was Mr. M'Evoy’s object to see that the 
work was properly done? — We had not actually com- 
menced the work at the time. 

1 330. Was it after that you opened the sewer ? — We 
opened it for the purpose of beginning before that. 

1331. Sxippose any ratepayer hi the township chose 
to employ a competent man — say a clerk of works, oi- 
a man that he believes to be competent — to stand there 
from day to day, to see what materials are used, and 
that the sewer is properly built, would he not be 
j ustifiedin doing so?— -He must not go amongst my men. 

1332. If any large ratepayer, who had an interest 
in seeing the money of the town properly expended, 
said to a man, “ I’ll give you a couple of guineas a 
week to go there and take a note of everything you 
consider wrong,” do you, as town surveyor, think you 
would be justified in giving the man so employed in 
charge of the police? — I consider that once I take 
charge of the ground no one has a light to enter it. 

1333. Do you mean to say that no ratepayer has a- 
right to go there and inspect the work ? — He may, if 
he comes in a civil way. 

1334. Do you not think the position of the town 
surveyor is that of a serx-ant to the Town Commis- 
sioners, and not their master, and that he is also 
through them, in a sense, the servant of the ratepayers ? 
— Yes. 

. 1335. Would not the proper course for you, as 
town surveyor, if you considered you had a cause of 
complaint against a Commissioner or a ratepayer 
for interfering with you in the proper discharge of 
your duty, be to bring it before the Commissioners, 
and ask their instructions as to how you should act ? 
— So I say also ; and I was told to turn him off the 
ground. 

1336. Who directed you to turn him off the ground ? 
— No contractor will allow any one on his ground. 
He has full possession of it during the time the work 
is in progress, and I was in the position of a con- 
tractor. 

1337. You were? Why do you say that?— Cer- 
tainly, because we were doing the work ourselves. 

1338. Do you not think every ratepayer in the town, 
as an employer in one sense, as it was the ratepayers’ 
money was paying for this work, had a right to go 
there ? — I was the contractor, as it were, doing the 
work for a certain sum of money. 

1339. Do you not think the ratepayers have a right 
- to see that the work is properly done ? — But this was 

a very peculiar thing, for it was done by the chairman 
of the Town Commissioners. 

1340. Was no one to overlook your work ? Were 
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you to be contractor and inspector botli 1 — Yes, be- 
cause I was carrying out tbe work. 

1341. Is it, then, your notion that no one was to 
supervise your work or look-after it 1 ! — No one. 

13-12. Is there a sewer being constructed at the 
Sandycove-road 1 — Yes ; it has been constructed. 

1343. When did you survey the works there ? — I 
often did. 

1344. When did you survey them last 1 — I think on 
Monday last. 

1345. Has there been any plan upon which is set 
out the dimensions of the pipes along that road, and 
to what point they are to be conducted ? — Yes. 

1346. Will you be good enough to refer to it? — 
They are in the contract plan. 

1347. Will you let me see those plans ? 

Mr. Perrin . — We complain with respect to the 
dimension of the pipe sewers. It is the pipe now 
being laid along the main road, and at one point it goes 
to join and connect with a larger one — a brick one, 
two feet larger, I think, than the new pipe sewer. 

1348. Mr. Exham (to Mr. Doyle). — Have you any 
plan or specification showing the distance that the 
fifteen-inch pipe was to go along the road? — Yes. 

1349. Before you laid down your plan for the 
fifteen-inch pipe did you make yourself acquainted 
with the quantity of sewers that you intended to dis- 
charge into it ? — I estimated that there were a certain 
number along the road. 

1350. Did you, as a matter of business, learn what 
sewers were to be made provision for ? — To be sure I 
did. 

1351. Are there not two sewers on that road coming 
into that pipe afterwards, and are not the dimensions 
of one of them eighteen inches ? — I am not aware of 
that. 

1352. Are there not sewers from several houses 
along that road of greater capacity than the sewer being 
now made ? — I am not aware of that fact. 

1353. Was it not necessary to know that before you 
laid down the size and levels of that pipe? — I think not. 
If a house has too large a sewer you are not to continue 

' that. 

1354. Do you know Lawson-terrace ? — Yes. 

1355. Do you know the houses opposite to it? — 
Yes. 

1356. Are the works now at the gate opposite that ? 
— Yes. 

1357. Are you laying a nine-inch pipe there, and 
giving it a perpendicular drop of five feet into your new 
sewer as a continuation of an eighteen-inch pipe that 
was insufficient for the requirements of Lawson-terrace 
alone. Is that the fact? — I have not seen it. We 
have an inspector there on the ground. He could tell 
you. 

135S. Has that man, up to the present moment, 
stated that to you ? — No. 

1359. Were plans made by you for the new sewerage 
where that is the character of the works to be executed 
— namely, that connexions were to be made from a 
larger into a smaller pipe of nine or twelve inches ? — 
They won’t be made any larger at any rate ; that is 
what has been planned. 

1360. Is that so ? — The others may be too large. 

1361. As a matter of fact hag the mouth of that 
pipe sewer at Lawson-terrace been open to view for 
more than a week — I mean the one down Lawson- 
terrace ? — They are only up to it, and I say. that a 
nine-inch pipe is quite sufficient. 

1362. Are you aware of another sewer within a very 
few yards of that one, and of -the same dimensions, that 
is to be connected with the sewer you are making ? — 
No ; I am not. 

1363. When did you survey it? — I surveyed and 
laid down the levels we have an inspector there. 

1364. Has he any tracings with reference to this 
work? — He has. 

1365. Do you know whether any old eighteen-inch 
sewers are there or not ? — There are old rubble sewers. 

1366. Then they are there? — Yes. 


1367. Did you make yourself acquainted with the 
state of the existing sewers in the district before you 
laid your plan for this sewer? — I did not examine 
them. 

1368. Did you think it necessary to ascertain the 
real amount of work to be done to carry off the 
sewage ? — I certainly did that. 

1369. Are you aware that that comes from a vei-y 
large district, and that they are pumping out quarries 
into it ? — Yes. 

1370. Are you making provision for taking it away ? 
— Yes. 

1371. Mr. Lawless. — Mr. Pallas, in his report, a 
copy of which was published in the newspapers of the 
day, says, that in many of the streets and neai-ly all 
the courts and lanes, there is no provision made for 
drainage, and that where there are sewers there was 
a deposit of sewage mud in them, and that some were 
nearly choked up. Have you opened and examined 
them ? — No. 

1372. Do you know if they have ever been com- 
plained of? — Yes ; many of them. 

1373. Have the complaints been attended to and 
remedied ? — I have seen a great many of them, and 
there is no deposit in them. At the time that report 
was made we had not the Vartry water, and of course 
more or less deposit lodged in them. Since we got the 
Vartry water we have them well flushed, and now 
even the old sewers are doing pretty well. 

1374. Were those choked up sewers ever cleaned? 
— I do not know. The points are not marked. As 
a rule, we do not clean any sewers. 

1375. How then are you able to speak as to the 
condition of the sewers ? — I am. 

1376. And that they are in a fair condition? — Yes. 

1377. Mr. Pallas at that time stated that the sewers 
were opened and examined, and many of them were 
found to be completely choked up, and you say you 
did not examine them to see if they are cleaned out 
since ? — No. At that time there was not a sufficient 
supply of water to flush them. 

1378. When they were putting down the pipe in 
Lawson-terrace did you get the mouth of the other 
sewer cleaned out ? — It is not my business to see about 
that. It is the duty of the inspector. 

1379. Who is the inspector ? — Mr. Milligan. 

1380. The man who is clerk of the works ? — Yes. 

1381. Mr. Perrin. — When I went there my tenant 
pointed out to me the manner in which this connexion 
was being made. I asked did they clean out the mouth 
of the sewer coming into it. “ No,” they said, “the 
poor men would be poisoned with the stench coming 
down.” I got one man to try, and he said the sewer 
was full, and we had to give him a glass of whisky to 
revive Mm after his experiment. So, you see, the 
whole sewage will ’be choked up just opposite to our 
door. 

1382. Mr. Lawless (to Mr. Doyle). — Did you lay 
down any plan of the levels on which that pipe sewer 
was to be laid down ? — Yes. 

1383. Did you give instructions about the levels of 
the sewer at Lawson-terrace ? — Yes. 

1384. Has the clerk of works the section? — Yes. 

1385. Can you tell what the fall is there ? — I have 
a book- on it to which I can refer. 

1386. Did you take the levels yourself and put down 
sight-pegs to indicate the levels to the men'!— -The 
inspector did so. 

1387. Should not that be done by the engineer ? — 
I do it whenever there is any necessity for it. 

1388. Is there not always a necessity for doing it? 
— N ot at all. 

1389. Will you produce the section showing the 
levels ? — Of course. I’ll bring you in the book. 

1390. Mr. Exham. — Will you undertake to say 
that in all the sewers now being constructed — which 
are open and plain to be seen — that the water, or 
sewage stuff, is flowing freely through, and that there 
is no deposit in them ? — There cannot be any deposit ; 
there may be some water lying at some places. ■ 
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1391. Is it stagnant or offensive ? — The works are 
not finished yet, and, of course, there may he a little 
bit of mortar causing a partial stoppage of the water. 

1392. Do you pretend that the water and sewage 
stuff is ru nnin g through that pipe at Lawson-terrace ? 
— I dare say not. 

Mi\ Perrin. — I’ll undertake to say that the sewer 
is half full now. 

1393. Mr. Exham (to Mr. Doyle) — How do you 
manage to join pipes that have to be submerged in 
water in order to put them in their position?— You 
<lo them as well as you can. You must only have 
recourse to the very best means to do them. 

1394. "What was the very best means you had 
recourse to if you were laying them in water, as Mr. 
Perrin says? — Well, the inspector will tell you that. 

1395. Are you not the proper person to explain it ? 
— I might be in another part of the town when it was 
required to be done. 

1396. Did you see half a dozen of these pipes put 
down ? — (No answer.) 

1397. What is the fall there? — The inclination of 
.the sewer there would be one foot in 375. 

1398. Mr. Lawless. — What will the total length 
of that sewer be when completed ? — The whole line 
of sewer will be, I think, about 2,200 feet. 

1399. What number of sewers and of what size 
is to be discharged into this pipe? — (No answer.) 

1400. Do you go on with the new work and connect 
the old sewers and pipes with the new one as you 
meet them by accident? If there are two 18-inch 
sewers, as we are told there are, which you have now 
made to discharge into a 9-inch sewer, is it your 
opinion that that sewer will be able to cany away the 
sewage from those others? — The IS-inch sewers are 
quite too large. 

1401. Assuming that these 18-inch sewers were 
considered necessary at the time they were made, and 
that they are there, do you consider that a 12-inch pipe 
is sufficient to carry off the sewage from the 18-inch 
sewers ? — The 12-inch pipe we have laid is quite 
sufficient for that purpose. 

1402. Will it be sufficient to carry away surface 
water in case of floods? — Such waters must get off 
the best way they can. 

1403. Mr. Pallas at the time reported that the 
•sewers he suggested would not be sufficient except 
another sewer was provided for carrying away the 
surface water and that provision was also made for 
taking away heavy rain-falls, and his sewei-s were a 
great deal larger than yours ? — I say they were 
smaller, and I do not consider Mr. Pallas an authority 
outlie subject. 

1404. Let us see the specification for making this 
sewer? — Yes. (Specification produced). 

1405. What kind of bricks are to be used ? — The 
Lest county Dublin grey stock brick. 

1406. When did you inspect the works going on 
at that place ? — Well, I am daily inspecting ; unless 
something interferes I am daily at the works. 

1407. I can understand that as the ordinaiy duty 
of any man in your position ? — I was there, I think, 
on Monday. 

1408. Were you not there since? — No. 

1409. Were they then building a man-hole? — 
Yes ; I think they are up to a man-hole now. 

1410. Is the lower portion of the man-hole actually 
constructed ? — I am not aware. 

1411. Do you get reports from your inspector ? — No. 


1412. Does he not give you a daily report? — No ; Kixgstown. 

I am at the works nearly every day. April n,m7. 

1413. Are you then able to say if the lower portion Mr 
of the man-hole is completed ? — I’ll see that when I ’ 
go round. 

1414. Do you know what kind of bricks are now 
used in the man-hole ? — I have not seen them. 

1415. Mr. Exham: (bricks produced). — Do you see 
those bricks ? Are they bast county Dublin grey stock 
bricks? — Yes. 

1416. Do you mean to say those are the kind of 
brides they are building with ? — Yes ; one of them 
is a Boghall brick. 

1417. Is that half brick a best county Dublin grey 
stock brick? — Yes. 

1418. Where did you get them? — At M'Cormiek’s, 
Kill-o’-the-Grange. 

1419. Is that a best county Dublin grey stock 
brick such as is referred to in the specification? — 

There is a difference of opinion about which sort of 
brick is the best. 

1420. Suppose I had you employed as my architect, 
and that you put in the contract that you were to be 
supplied with the best county Dublin grey stock brick, 
would you order those off the ground ? — No, I would 
pass them. 

1421. Where do these bricks come from (pointing 
to some of the specimens) ? — From Boghall. 

1422. Where is Boghall? — In the county Wicklow. 

1423. Is that according to the specification? — It is 
quite as good — better in fact. 

1424. Every moment that you certify to the con- 
tractor, as you are bound to do, are you not certifying 
to an untruth? — No ; they are quite as good. 

1425. You admit they are not best county Dublin 
grey stock brick, no matter whether they are as good 
or not. You have a contract which provides that the 
contractor is to use a certain kind of brick, and you 
give him a certificate, on which money has been paid, 
that the works certified for have been executed 
according to the contract, while the bricks are not of 
the kind provided for in the specification. Was your 
certificate true ? — Yes. 

1426. If the brick used is got from Wicklow, and 
you certify that it is best county Dublin grey stock 
brick, I cannot see how it' is true in that particular. 

You certify that it is done in accordance with your 
specification ? — And to my satisfaction. 

1427. Have yon any power to vary the contract and 
specification ? — Yes. 

1428. Where is there any such power in the con- 
tract? — (No answer.) 

1429. Suppose it was to be made of fire-brick and 
cement, would you have the power 1 , according to your 
opinion, to allow the work to be done with Boghall 
brick ? — That is a different matter. 

1430. Are best county Dublin grey stock brick and 
Boghall brick . not very different ? — They are. 

1431. Recollect what the contractor tenders to do- — 

“ X hereby offer, tender, and agree to construct sewer and other 

works in accordance with the plans and specification, and to the 
entire satisfaction of the surveyor.” 

So that he must execute the works according to the 
plan and specification, and to your entire satisfaction. 

“ Entire satisfaction ” is additional. Do you consider 
you have power to vary the plan and specification, and 
allow a different class of bricks to be used? — (No 
answer.) 


Mr. Peter Milligan examined. Mr. tvter 

Milligan. 

1432. Mr. Exham. — Are you the clerk of works ? — to the specification in the main sewers.” I’ll prove 

Yes. that the Boghall bricks are as good as the others; 

1433. Did you ever see the specification ?— Yes. and this is the only man-hole built with them. 

1434. Do you know that you should not allow any 1435. You did your duty in informing the surveyor 
biick except the best county Dublin grey stock brick of the matter. What is the difference in price to the 
to be used?— I do. I notified the matter to the sur- contractor between the two kinds of brick? — I dare 
veyor, and he said the bricks were good brfeks ; but, say those are £2 2s. or £2 4s. at Boghall, but I do 
" At the same' time,” said he, “ we will go according not know the price of the others. 
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KINGSTOWN. 
Jprllii, 1877. 

Mr. Peter 
Milligan. 


1436. Are the best county Dublin grey stock brick 
or the Boghall bricks the cheapest! — The Boghall are 
the dearest ; the cost of carriage makes them dearer. 

1437. Do you say that these (the bricks produced) 
are fair specimens of the bricks used ? — I’ll bring you 
•worse ones. 

1438. How are the pipes jointed !— ' The collared 
pipes with staunching clay, and some with cement ; 
the patent pipes are not jointed with anything ; they 
do not admit of it. 

1439. Have they been matched and fitted in the 
channel ! — They could not go into one another if they 
were not. 

1440. By whose direction do you use these 
materials for the pipes 1 — I first had an understanding 
with Mr. Doyle. 

1441. From whom did you receive your directions! 

. — From the specification in the first instance. 

1442. Did you receive directions from Mr. Doyle ! 
— Of course ; he is the engineer over me. 

1443. You say that cement was used for some of 
these pipes 1 — The tops of the pipes are generally joined 
with staunching clay, and the rest with cement. 

Mr. Exham. — I was under the impression that Mr. 
Doyle said he did not allow any cement to be used. I 
think he said that no engineer would use it. 

Mr. Doyle . — I did say that. 

1444. Mr. Exiiam. — And yet he says he is using 
cement. 

Peter MiUuja.n . — A very small bit. 

1445. Mr. Exham. — Did you not get the specifica- 
tion ! — Yes. 

1446. Did you read it 1 — Yes. 

1447. Are you carrying it out ! — No ; I could not 
get the materials, because they are not in the country. 

1448. Did you report that fact to Mu Doyle ! — Mi - . 
Doyle saw it. 

1449. What sort of pipes are you using in the sewer 1 
— Collar pipes. 

1450. Do you know the difference between socket 
pipes and collar pipes! Do you know what a socket 
pipe is 1 — I called them that. 

1451. Are these pipes known as socket pipes 1 Did 
you ever hear of a socket pipe ! — Yes ; there are ten 
ways of calling them. 

1452. Do you know what a socket pipe is in the 
trade ! — Of course I do know. 

1453. This is the document prepared by the engineer 
under whom you are working ; I ask you do you know 
as clerk of works what a socket pipe is 1 — Yes. 

1454. Are the pipes used there socket pipes !— They 
are sockets and saddles both. 

1455. Have they an internal diameter of the size 
required! — Yes. 

1456. Do you know Jennings’ patent pipe with a 
junction on the saddle ! — I believe there is such a thing. 

1457. Have you got any of them ! — Not one. 

1 458. Have you reported that that part of the specifi- 
cation is not carried out by the contractor 1 — I do not 
think I did. 

1459. Why ! Were you told, to let it go on 1 — No. 


1460. Did you let it go on, though he was not com- 
plying with contract 1 — I did. 

1461. Then J ennings’ patent pipe is not laid opposite 
each place where it ought to be 1 — No. The junction 
is on the side ; a different pipe is used. 

1462. Did you get at the time yon began a plan and 
section of each new sewer to work by! — I Fad them 
always to call upon if I wanted them, but I never 
got them. 

1463. Did Mi - . Doyle ever furnish you as clerk of 
works with a plan and section in order that you might 
go by them 1 — He gave me the specification. 

1464. Was that the only guide you had! — Yes. 

1465. Did he ever give you any level pegs! — Yes ■ 
he laid down pegs, and gave me the inclination. 

1466. Do you mean to say that he laid down any 
level pegs 1 — He showed me the levels. 

1467. How far apai-t were they ! — Some 100 or 150' 
feet apart. 

1468. You Say he showed them to you ! — I would 
not know anything about them if he did not show 
them to me. 

1469. (To Mr. Doyle). — I understood you to say that 

you did not lay down any level pegs ? — I have done so 
frequently. N 

1470. Has the present contractor for the work any 
specification or mitten instructions as to the depth to 
which he is to go ! — He has the specification and plans. 

1471. Are the levels marked on the plan! — They are. 

1472. Mr. Lawless. — Has the contractor a plan 
. showing the levels to which he is to work ! — He has 

a tracing from the plan and also the specification. 

1473. Has he a plan showing the levels on which 
he is to work ! — Certainly. 

1474. Will you show me one of those for Lawson- 
terrace ! — Yes. (Produced). 

1475. Has the contractor an exact tracing of this! 
—Yes. 

1476. How much is the depth at Lawson-terraco! 

— Seven feet six inches. • 

1477. How many ventilators are there on Glena- 
geary-road, and how many on Sandycove-road ! — 
Three on Sandycove-road and two on Gleuageary-road ; 
we are not up to that yet. 

1478. Are the pipes that are used along that road 
all run into one another! — Yes. 

1479. Are they of the form indicated ! — Yes ; they 
are all of that form. 

14S0. Is the Glenageary-road sewer finished yet! — 
It is finished with the exception of some small things. 

1481. On the 2nd of April last, your report says: 
— “the sewer in Glenageary-road is now finished now 
you state it is not finished! — I t hi n k about £120 
would pay for the small things that require to be done 
yet. The work is finished but there are some odds 
and ends to be put in. 

1482. Is it part of the contractor’s work to put 
those in! — Yes. 

1483. Why then do you 'Certify for him before he 
has finished] you say “I have certified for payment”! 
— That is not for the full payment. 


Mr. Simon Mr. Simon Ckeagh examined. 

1484. Mr. Lawless. — Are you a ratepayer! — this inquiry was held I remarked from my own 
Yes. I can say that those (pointing to the bricks • observation that the bricks used were of a very m- 
last produced and stated by Messrs. Doyle and ferior description — quite black and some of them 
Milli gan to be good) do not represent the description broken, and it appeal's to me that sewers constructed 
or quality of brick used. They are superior to the of such bricks could not be of a lasting character, 
general run of the bricks used in the sewers. Before 


Mr. Ennis. 


Mr. Ennis re-called. 


1485. Mr. Exham. — Was the want of a proper map 
showing the existing sewers ever brought before the 
board!— I brought the matter up when we got the 
Kingstown Extension Act, but I always thought that 
map comphed with the terms of the section, and I 
only heard to-day that it does not. 

1486. It does not show the levels or anything, and 


is not on a proper scale. Did you not know that!— 
In the year 1867 Mr. Pallas got a sum of money voted 
to take up the entire town and show the sewers. The , 
surveyor has a small map but not one of the proper 
size, — 

1487. He says he. has not corrected it since! — res, 
that is so. 
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1488. Was there a map of the sewers made by Mr. 
Pallas? — There was a complete plan made by Mr. 
Pallas. 

1489. Of what? — Of the internal sewerage of the 
town. 

1490. Why was it not continued since? — I cannot 
tell. 

1491. Were there complaints made against any 
other officer of the township in 1871 or 1872, except 
Mr. Doyle ? — No ; I do not think so. 

1492. Was any minute or report of the board made 
against any of the officers in the year 1871 or 1872 ? 
— Only in connexion with those made with reference 
to Mr. Doyle, which you heard of before, so far as I 
recollect. 

Mr. JIPEvoij . — The storekeeper was appointed at 
.£1 a week and dismissed in June, 1872, and I had to 
bring a subsequent storekeeper before the board and 
he was dismissed also. 

1493. Other than the complaint about Neale were 
any complaints lodged about stones ? 

Town Clerk. — Yes. I remember a case in 1868 
where a contractor was delivering Shank ill stone. I 
was walking with two Commissioners and in one lot 
we did not think there was a ton. We sent it up to 
the market and it only weighed 15 cwt. A system of 
tallying the stone has been adopted since. 

1494. Was there a report made by a special com- 
mittee of the Town Commissioners on the 24th January, 
1872, and adopted on 5th February? — Yes — the 
one I mentioned the other day about the alteration in 
the mode of keeping the books. 

1495. Suggested by Mr. M‘Evoy. — Was it not 
adopted in consequence of the trouble they had pre- 
viously about stores ? 

Town Clerk. — Yes ; it was done for the purpose of 
correcting those things.' 

1496. Mr. Lawless. — So far as you are aware, have 
the recommendations of the committee which were 
adopted by the board been carried out since then ? — 
Decidedly ; we have since kept in the groove we got 
into then. 

1497. Was there in 1872 any effort made by the 
Town Commissioner's to cany out the Public Health 
Actof 1866 ? — Yes; we commenced to do that in 1871. 

1498. Did you appoint a staff then for the purpose 
of looking after the sanitary condition of the town? — 
Yes. 

1499. Did you increase the staff? — Yes ; wo then 
appointed an additional police sergeant to act as sub- 
sanitary officer. 

1500. When was that? — It was at the very first 
meeting of the Public Health Committee on the 2nd 
May, 1871. 

1501. Did you form a Public Health Committee in 
that year for the first time 1 — Yes; under the Sanitary 
Act of 1866. 

1502. Did they endeavour to carry out as well as 
they could the provision of that Act? — Yes ; and 
devoted a great deal of time to it. I was directed 
to apply to tire Commissioners of Police on behalf of 
the committee for the assistance of some police to 
assist hr carrying out the Act and we got a sergeant. 

1503. You paid his salary ? — We paid his full salary. 

1504. Have you since continued the same course, 
or did you continue it irp to 1874 ? — Until 1874. We 
kept the police sergeant till 1S74, and then dispensed 
with him. 

1505. Did yon ever, or tire board so far as you know, 
find that any of the officers threw difficulties in tire 
way of carrying out the instructions of the Commis- 
sioners from time to time ? — I should say not. 

1506. Did any of the officer's of the Commissioners 
give evidence against tile sanitary officers of the Com- 
missioners in the police court 1 — I cannot charge my 
memory with that now. Having dispensed with the 
police sergeant in 1874, we found it necessary to ap- 
point another police officer so that we have now one. 
We thought in 1874 that one man would be able to do 
the work. 


5!) 

1507. When was the police sergeant dismissed ? — Kingstown. 
Early in 1874, before the Act of that year was passed. Jprui t, istt. 

1508. On what grounds was the man dismissed? — Mr K|m!9 
He was appointed full sergeant, and that, of course, 
increased his pay. 

1509. Did they then appoint another man in his 
place? — No. The reason we dismissed him was be- 
cause vfe thought at the time that one man would be 
sufficient. 

1510. When again did you appoint apolice sergeant as 
one of your sub-sanitary officers ? — In September, 1876. 

1511/ Do yon believe, from your knowledge of the 
feelings of the ratepayers generally, that they think 
this building unsuitable for the purposes of a tow’ll 
hall ? — I believe the vast majority of the ratepayers 
are in favour of having a more respectable building. 

1512. With regard to the court-house — how far 
have prisoners to be brought to the present court- 
house? — It would be only for a civil bill court-house 
we would want it. 

1513. What was the date of the borrowing of the 
£1,700 that was raised — the balance of the £3,000 ? — 

November 14, 1876. 

1514. The Act of Parliament says that in raising 
money you are to state for what purpose you require 
it. For what purpose was it stated that the £1,700 
was required i — It was stated to be required under the 
Kingstown Extension Act. 

1515. Mr. Lawless. — This Act increases the bor- 
rowing powers of the Commissioners under the Act of 
1869, and the Act incorporated therewith, by £3,000 in 
addition to £16,000?— Yes ; that is £16,000 under 
the Act of 1869, and £3,000 additional under the Ex- 
tension Act, 187 4. 

1516. And says that the moneys borrowed shall be 
applied for the purpose for which tiiey are so borrowed ? 

— Yes. 

1517. I think you mentioned that it was under the 
56th section of the Act of 1869, and the 2Sth section 
of the Act of 1871? — Yes ; it was under the provi- 
sions of the 28th section that we applied for the £8,000 ; 
but we borrowed the £1,300 for pipe-laying in the 
transferred area, and the £1,700 for general purposes, 
chiefly to pay Sharkey’s costs under our Act of 1874. 

1518. “Such money” (reading 28th section, Act 
1871) “ shall not be borrowed until the estimate of the 
amount required is laid before the Commissioners nor 
until the expiration of six weeks after public notice 
has been given in the public newspapers of the pur- 
pose for which same is to be applied.” Was that done ? 

Yes ; the solicitor did that. 

1519. For what purpose did he state the money was 
to be borrowed ? — I daresay he kept a copy of the 
papers ; that was carried out. 

1520. Do you remember what he stated in the news- 
paper notice was the purpose for which it was to be 
applied? — Everything required by the 28th section was 
done by Mr. Lalor, our solicitor. He conducted the 
proceedings under that section. 

1521 . Was there an estimate in the first place of the 
moneys required by the Commissioners as a body? — Yes. 

1522. Was public notice given of the amount 
proposed to be borrowed ? — Not for the £1,700, but 
there was for the other sums. 

1523. How did they give that notice? — By adver- 
tisement. 

1524. And the purpose for which that is to be 
applied? — Yes. 

1525. Have you got the papers containing the adver- 
tisement? — I have not. 

1526. “Secondly,” (reading) “such moneys shall not 
be borrowed except for permanent works, nor without 
the sanction of the Chief Secretary”? — I’ll take a note 
and get you all the documents with reference to this 
matter. 

1527. Are the people here allowed to keep manure 
collected in their yards? — We constantly make them 
clean out their yards. 

1528. Mi'. Craig is one of your sub-sanitary officers ? 

— Yes, one of the two. 

I 2 
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Kingstown. 
April ll, 1877. 
Ur. Ennis. 


1529. Who is the other? — The acting-sergeant I 
spoke to you of. 

1530. Does Mr. Craig give his entire time to the 
business ? — So far as I am aware he does, but T heard 
he collects rents for some parties. I asked him did 
that interfere with his duties as sub-sanitary officer, 
and he said he collected the rents in the evenings. 

1531. Has he any other business? We were in- 
formed that he is deputy county cess collector ? — He 
may collect some of the county cess. I am aware that 
he did so two years ago. I am not sure of that now. 

1532. How much is his salary? — £1 a week, and 
£6 10s. a year besides ; we pay Duffy’s salary to the 
police authorities. 

1533. Did not Mr. Craig for a long time only get 
10s. a week? — Yes. 

1534. The question is whether in a place like Kings- 
town you would not want his services altogether? 
What is Mr. Craig’s position exactly? — As nuisance 
inspector he has £1 a week, and then we gave him as 
sub-sanitary officer an increase of £6 10s. per annum, 
making in all £58 10s. a year. 

1535. Does he act as agent for any owners of pro- 
perty in Kingstown ? — I should say to a very trifling 
extent — for one or two. 

1536. We are anxious to know whether to your 
knowledge he acts as agent for any of the poorer class 
of houses in the town which it would be his duty as 
sanitary officer to inspect ? — I am only aware of one 
case — a case where a clergyman is trustee for some pro- 
perty — Mr. Craig collects the rents of it. 

1537. Besides that he is deputy county cess collector? 
— I could not say that he is So for the last two years. 

1538. Do these extra occupations — receiving rents, 
and so on, interfere with his efficiency as sub-sanitary 
officer ? — I should say not. 

1539. Do you think that his position as agent for 
owners of small houses affects his willingness as sub- 
sanitary officer to interfere with those houses ? — I do 
not think it would interfere with it. 

1540. Do you think his being barony cess collector 
would interfere with the proper discharge of his sanitary 
duties ? — Yes ; it would take him outside the town, 
but he is only a sort of assistant I think. 

1541. With regard to the people being allowed to 
keep manure in their yards, have you had reports 
made by your sub-sanitary officers with regard to it? 
— Every week. I have a good many reports about 
having manure removed. 

1542. Do the sub-sanitary officers to your knowledge 
go about from house to house and make inspections 1— - 
To my knowledge they do that thoroughly. 

1543. Because on Saturday when Mr. Exham and 
I were leaving here we saw round the first turn to your 
left a large quantity of as bad manure as possibly could 
be, being taken through a dwelling-house from a very 
small yard, and placed on a cart opposite the door ; 
from the quantity we saw that collection must have 
been going on for a long time? — They have to take 
the entire town and inspect every house, whether it 
belongs to rich or poor. 

1544. How often do they do that? — They are con- 
stantly doing it. 

1545. I presume there is a sanitary committee ? — 
Yes ; and to show what they do, you will find that on 
13th September, 1876, it was directed that the follow- 
ing summary of sanitary business for the past month be 
placed before the next monthly meeting of the Board:— 

“ Ons hundred and twenty houses and yards inspected ; 36 notices 
to abate nuisances were served; 29 nuisances were abated; 12 
nuisances pending abatement ; 11 summonses served, and 11 dwell- 
ings lime-washed." 

1546. How often does this committee meet? — At 
least once a month ; frequently four times a month. 

1547. Have you any means of knowing how long 
before that had those houses been inspected? — We 
have a weekly inspection of every place suspected. 

1548. Does the sub-sanitary officer report to the 
sanitary officer ? — They are in constant communication 
with the committee, and according to their instructions 


they have to report to the medical officer of their dis- 
trict. I take directions from the committee and carry 
them out. 

1549. Is any report made to you as to whether the 
recommendations are carried out? — At the monthly 
meeting we go into what has been done, and a report is 
made monthly. 

1550. Do you keep that recorded in any book? 

We do not keep a record of it, but I intend to get a 
copy of the form approved of by the Local Government 
Board and keep it. The book we used to have before 
the Public Health Act, was the same as that referred 
to by you the other day. 

1551. What about the wells that used to be in the 
town ? — They are all shut up. 

1552. Is there a fever hospital here? — I do not 
think there is a fever hospital. There is the Rathdown 
Hospital which is a county hospital, and it is a fever- 
hospital. 

1553. Have you sufficient hospital accommodation 
according to your experience, for the poor of the town ? 
— -Yes ; St. Michael’s Hospital. 

1554. Is there any mortuary in the town? — Not a 
public mortuary, but there is one in connexion with, 
the hospital. 

1555. Have the Town Commissioners a mortuary 
establishment, or morgue, in any part of the town?— 
No. 

1556. Have you any disinfecting apparatus in the 
town provided by the Town Commissioners ? — No ; we 
have not, but we compel parties to use disinfectants 
when necessary. 

1557. Are you aware that the Public Health Act 
says you are to provide disinfecting apparatus? — They 
very frequently do disinfect at the cost of the rates. 

1558. Under the 24th section you are to provide a 
suitable conveyance for the removal of sick people to 
the hospital ?— ' That we have. 

1559. Did you ever obtain an order under the 26th 
section for the removal of sick people to the hospital? 
— W e never had any difficulty hi getting the people 
removed, so that we never had occasion to proceed 
under that section. 

1560. Have you known any case of infectious disease 
where the dead body was kept in a room where other 
persons were ? — Yes; in one case,, but I took proceed- 
ings, and the body was buried the very day I heard of it. 

1 5 6 1 . Where are the bodies of drowned persons put ? 
— A house belonging to the coastguards is used as a 
morgue. 

1562. Do you put in force the provisions of the 
Sanitary Acts with regard to vessels in the harbour 
when there are sick people on board ? — Yes ; it was 
done in a case of cholera that occurred some years ago. 

1563. So far as your experience goes do you think 
the sanitary condition of the the town is good? — I do 
indeed. 

1564. Is there a place called Cross-avenue? — Yes. 

1565. Do you think the sanitary condition is good 
about there t— So long as the houses remain the sani- 
tary condition of that district is as well maintained as 
it possibly could be — having regard to the bad class 
of houses they are ; some having no yards, too narrow, 
entrances, and so on. We cannot send men and carts 
up those lanes, and have to get them scavenged by 
men with brooms. 

1566. Are there any sewers in those places? — Yes- 
Owing to the formation of Kingstown we do not require 
much flushing ; there is a rapid fall in every direction. 

1567. Do you water or wash out the lanes with a 
hose or anything of that kind ? — We scavenge them ;. 
we send the scavengers through them. 

1568. Are they ever washed out by a hose? I 
suppose the watering carts could go up them? — No 
we leave a little open channel down the lane for the: 
surface water, and that drains them very well. 

1569. Taking a dry summer for instance, have you- 
a hose for washing them from the hydrants ? — We 
have a capital hose for that purpose, but whether it is- 
used for that I do not know. 
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1570. Is there overcrowding in the honses in those 
lanes, or in any portion of the town ? Has there been 
any report from the sanitary officer to you on the 
matter? — We have seven or eight registered lodging- 
houses. 

1571. Have you ever had any complaints made as 
to the number of people living or sleeping in the same 
room, so as to cause overcrowding and want of suffi- 
cient air and ventilation? — I cannot say that any 
formal complaints have ever been made here with 
respect to that. 

1572. Have the sub-sanitary officers made any re- 
port on that subject? — I cannot say that they have. 

1 1573. Is the Common Lodging-house Act in force 
here ? — Yes. 

1574. Are the rules and regulations sent in to the 
people? — Yes ; a copy has been sent to each of them, 
and they give us very little trouble. 

1575. Do you look after the bake-houses? — Wehave 
only two now, and they are of so respectable a charac- 
ter that we have found nothing to complain of. 

1576. Have you calculated the rate of mortality of 
the township to see how you stand comparatively ? — I 
have. 

Mr. M'Evoy handed in a return by which he made 
out the number in Kingstown to be as follows, for the 
last six years : — In 1871, 341 ; 1872, 255 ; 1873, 266 ; 
1874, 307 ; 1875, 312 ; and 1876, 312. There is a 
great increase. 

Witness . — I find there has been a general increase in 
London and other places that I compared with ours. 
In January, 1876, the death-rate in Dublin was twenty- 
nine, and in Kingstown eighteen per thousand of the 
population. 

1577. Are there any public slaughter-houses here ? 

We have no public slaughter-houses ; but we have 

registered slaughter-houses, that give us some trouble, 
because we have to inspect them weekly. 

1578. How many are there ?— About eight or nine. 

1579. Are they well looked after? — -We take care 
to look after them thoroughly, because we are aware 
of the danger that is likely to result, if it is not done. 

1580. Do the Commissioners look after the throw- 
ing out of nuisances in the street? — Yes ; and they 
try to prevent it. 

1581. Mr. Pen-in. — I have been in the habit of 
going up the Fortyfoot-road, and it is really disgust- 
fug to see the quantity of filthy stuff there. I directed 
the attention of the police to it— brought a policeman 
back to where I saw the nuisance, and he told me he 
understood the Town Commissioners gave permission to 
have it thrown into the streets — that it would bo 
taken away at night. 

Witness. — We never gave permission to do that. 

1582. Mr. Lawless. — Is there a want of accom- 
modation at the rereof the houses there ? — Yes; in 
places where we found an accumulation of refuse of 
any kind we took care to have it removed ; but finding 


we had some difficulty in carrying out our intentions, Kikobtown. 
we compel them to remove it, or we do it ourselves April n, 1S77. 
and charge them 5s. jj r _ Ennis. 

1583. How long, or how many removals does that 
5s. pay for? — Only for one removal. 

1584. Have the houses from which that removal is 
made privies or ashpits? — They are very dirty people, 
and throw it out of their front doors. 

1585. Do you know whether those houses have 
privies or not? — They have been marked by the police, 
and I have set them to watch them. 

1586. Have the Commissioners here, as the sanitary 
authority, done anything to provide sanitary accom- 
modation for houses where such does not already exist ? 

— We have. 

1587. Has it been done 1— Yes; in many cases new 
privies have been constructed, and old ones put in 
proper order. 

1588. I understand Mr. Perrin to say that this 
throwing out of filth comes from the better class of 
houses? — No ; he mentioned a respectable locality, of 
course, but there may be a poor class of houses near 
it. It is one of the best parts of Kingstown. 

Mr. Perrin. — It seems to be the universal practice 
down Wellington-street ; in Patrick-street there are 
houses that have no rere accommodation. 

1589. Mr. Lawless (to Town Clerk). — Axe there 
houses in Patrick-street without any rere accommoda- 
tion ? — There was a case there where we had to get a 
privy and water-closet constructed. 

1590. I am informed that there is no accommodation 
in the world there ; that the nuisance night after night 
is thrown on the main read ; and that you would be 
afraid to walk there. Is there any means there, any 
space, for having proper accommodation constructed ? 

—No. 

1591. Mr. Exham. — Why then do you not take 
proceedings to have them closed up as unfit for human 
habitation ? — In some cases we have done so. 

1592. If they have no accommodation, and have no 
means of making accommodation, the Act of Parlia- 
ment says you can take proceedings to have them closed 
up as being unfit for habitation.? — We made one of 
these houses into a water-closet for the use of the rest 
of them. 

Mr. Perrin. — A great deal of all this arises from 
the privilege given to the shops to turn out their nui- 
sances into the streets. 

1593. Mr. Exham (to Town Cleric). — Has Mr. 

Craig or Mr. Duffy made reports about the great num- 
ber of houses which are without accommodation, and 
means of providing accommodation? Have you ever 
received a report from either of the sub-sanitary offi- 
cer's as to their condition ? — Yes, hr the case of Bay- 
mount-court and also of Mulgrave-street, and we 
dealt with them. 

1594. Were they closed up? — In two cases they 
were closed up. 


Mr. Nugent examined. 


Hr. Ungent. 


1595. Mr. Lawless. — You have to complain of the 
sanitary condition of some houses ? — Yes. 

1596. How many houses do you refer to ?— From 
what I know of the locality there are five or six, but 
there may be more. 

1597. (To the Toim Clerk). — Are there more dis- 
tricts in the same condition ? — There are places in the 
town where the houses are so constructed that privies 
or ashpits cannot be made. 

1598. Should you not then proceed to cause them 
to be closed up? What are the sub-sanitary officers 
doing up to this time not to report these places, if it 
be the fact they have not reported them ? 

Mr. Barrett (chairman). — I never knew of any re- 
port being made by them. 

1599. (To the Town Clerk).— Can you point out 
any report relating to this place called Patrick-street ? 
— No, I cannot. 

1600. I find here a report having regard to the 


other matter we were dealing with, the drainage. 
(Reads) : — 

“8rd March, 187G. As to the detective drainage of Glenageary- 
road, and the necessity for having a main drain constructed in one 
place?” 

Yes, and we did so. I know the house there from 
which we got the complaint. 

1601. Mr. Exham.— These poor class of people 
won’t make complaints, and neither, of course, will 
the landlords. The landlord will squeeze what rent 
he can out of the tenants, and they simply wish not 
to bo disturbed, but allowed to remain in the condition 
they are in. The police don’t interfere, because they 
cannot catch them, and the only remedy is by your 
enforcing the Act of Parliament, and saying, “ if the 
proper accommodation is not provided, they are not fit 
to be inhabited, and you must close them.” 

Town Clerk . — Since my attention has been called to 
the matter, I’ll have it attended to. 
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Kingstown. 
April 11, 1877. 
Mr. John 




Mr. John Henry examined. 


1602. Mr. Lawless. — What is it you wish to say, 
Mr. Henry ? — A number of years ago I applied to Mi'. 
Wise about sixteen houses in my neighbourhood; 
there was no ventilation. 

1603. Were those your own houses? — No; every 
house of mine has a privy and ashpit. Mr. Wise 
inspected them, and said he would see that they were 
provided with privies and ashpits, but he did not do 

1604. Where are those houses? — On Perrin’s road. . 
I also want to call your attention to a slaughter-house 
at the end of the road ; it is not licensed, and it is a 
great nuisance. I got twenty-one names signed to a 
petition about it and Colonel Lake sent a remons- 
trance. 

1605. When was that ? — It is some years ago. 

1606. Is the slaughtei’-house there now ? — Yes. 

1607. And unlicensed ? — Yes. 

1608. Where is it? — At the corner of Adelaide- 
road. 

1609. Who is owner of it? — A butcher named 
Pan-ell. The blood from the slaughter-house runs out 
on the footpath. 

1610. (To the Town, Cleric). — Is there a butcher’s 
shop or slaughter-house at that place ? — Yes. 

1611. And is Farrell the owner of it? — Yes. 

1612. Is it registered? — I believe it is not. We 
sought to prevent him from having the slaughter- 
house but we could not, because he was in the position 
occupied by those who had slaughter-houses before the 
adoption of the Act. We did not like to register him, 
it not being a fit place to have a slaughter-house. 

1613. Do your people inspect it? — The sub-sanitary 
officer inspects it now, and makes him keep it clean 
and remove the offal and refuse every week. 

Mr. Henry. — The cause of complaint is there still. 

1614. (To Mr. Henry). — Have you seen the blood 
there lately ? — Yes ; and I have called attention to it 
lately. 

Town Cleric. — It is one of those we watch very 
closely. 

1615. Mr. Exham (to Mr. Ilenry). — Did you say 
that he boils down offal for pigs there ? — Yes ; I posi- 
tively declare that sometimes I have to hold my nose 
on account of the smell. 

Mr. Kelly (a' Town Commissioner). — I remember 
that we took the opinion of the doctor, and he said it 
was not a fit place for a slaughter-house. 

1616. Mr. Exham. — You know as well as anyone 
else, that if what Mi-. Henry says is correct, he could 
be indicted for causing a nuisance ? 

Mr. Kelly . — We have been very active about it. 

Town Cleric. — So far as Mr. Henry’s cause of com- 
plaint would arise from the defective sanitary arrange- 
ments we remedied it as far as we could, but if the 
nuisance exists there he could take an action against 
the man. 

1617. Mr. Exham (to Mr. Craig, sub-sanitary officer). 
— Do you know this place ? — I do. 

1618. Where is it? — At Adelaide-road 

1619. Mr. Henry says the blood from the slaughter- 
house can be seen coming out into the road, and that 
Farrell boils the offal for pigs on those premises ? — I 
visited that place and got it cleansed every week, the 
offal removed, and the slaughter-house washed out. 
I was there on Friday morning last. 

1620. Has he pigs there ? — Yes. 

1621. In the yard? — Yes. 

1622. How near the public pathway ? — It is along- 
side of it. 


1623. Mr. Lawless— I find here Mr. Henry, 0 f 
Adelaide-road, mentioned as having nuisance at No 
10, Eden-row ; the yard in a filthy state, and the 
want of proper privy and ashpit accommodation for 
the tenants ? 

Mr. Henry. — They had a good privy, but it was 
pulled down and T caused a new one to be made. The 
tenant tore off the roof of the privy, and it was used 
for firewood. 

1624. Mr. Lawless. — I remark here a great many 
reports by Mr. Craig ? 

Town Clerk . — Yes ; we have divided the town into 
two districts. We givethe larger one to the sanitary 
sergeant, and the other to Mr. Craig. 

1625. Have you ever had any report about the 
sewer leading down Crofton-avenue ? — We have dealt 
with that place. 

1626. Mr. Exham. — There are a number of houses 
in Upper George’s-street reported on 13th January 
last. What did you do before that? Were you 
ever in any of those places before ? 

Mr. CroAg. — Perhaps the week before. 

1627. That could hardly be, because you say the yards 
are in a filthy state. 

1628. Mr. Lawless. — In 1874 the yard at the rere 
of Mrs. Hanlon’s property was in want of a connecting 
drain. Was that made ?— It was. 

1629. I see here a butcher named Sheridan reported. 
Has he a licence? — W e treat him in the way we treat 
Farrell. Farrell and he have a privilege — that is, they 
were not interfered with. 

1630. You reported him as having a large heap of 
manure at Sandycove-road ? — I served a notice on him 
to have the slaughter-house cleaned out ; he did so, but 
he brought the manure from the slaughter-house to a 
field at Sandycove-road, and we had to notice him to 
get him to take it out of that. 

1631. Was the case of Mr. Toole, in Toole’s-lane, 
which I see reported here, attended to? — Yes; you 
will see it indorsed on the back of the notice. 

1632. You had to issue a summons in that case? — 
Yes. 

1633. There seems to be a nuisance down in Welling- 
ton-street, which we saw ; it is as if something was 
oozing from a privy or ashpit through the wall into 
the street ? — It is from the water-pipe. 

1634. Was it examined? — Yes; there was a com- 
plaint made about it, and Sergeant Duffy went and 
examined it. 

1635. Mr. Exham. — Has anyone been looking after 
the Sallynoggin district ? — Yes. 

1636. What has been done with regard to it? — A 
number of parties were brought up, and the magistrate 
gave them a month to do what was required. 

1637. What has been done there since 1874? — It 
only came into our township since 1st January, 1875. 

1638. James Ritchie is reported here, on the 27th 
J anuary last, for having his yard in a filthy state, &c.2 — 
When it came to the proper time he was summoned, 
and an order was made to abate the nuisance. 

1639. Nothing appears to have been done with 
regard to Sallynoggin until very shortly before we 
came here? — Yes ; but, as you see, it is only one year 
a part of our township. 

1640. Was it not part of the township brought in 
under the Act of 1874? — Yes ; but the Act did not 
come into operation till the 1st January, 1875. 

1641. But why did you delay attending to it dining 
the whole of 1875 and 1876? — (No answer.) 
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April 12, 1877. 

Mr. Doyle recalled. 


1642. Mr. Lawless. — Do you propose to alter the 
levels of the sewer to be made in Lower George’s- 
street? — Yes. 

1643. Is that to lighten the expense of making the 
sewer 1 — It will lighten it in this way— — _ 

■ 1644. Is it with that object ? — Certainly it is. 

1645. What is the length of that sewer 1 — I think 
it is about 300 feet. 

1646. Do you propose to alter the level of any other 
sewer 1 — I do not. 

1647. Will you be able to lighten the expense 
of any other sewer ? — The tenders will tell that, I 

! " What was the tender for George’s-street?— 

1649. And you estimated it at £ 900 odd ? — Yes. 

1650*. That being so, do you now wish to qualify 
your answer the other day as to the efficiency of the 
work 1 — No. I do not want to qualify it. 

1651. My recollection is that you admitted that by 
■mn.lring that altefation the work would not be so effi- 


cient ? — If reduced to any extent it would not be so 
efficient. 

1652. But even in altering it to the extent of oUO 
feet? — Tliatwould not alter its efficiency in the slightest. 

1653. Of your knowledge did any of the contrac- 
tors ask for larger piices in consequence of their belief 
that the work was to be made through rock ? — They 
thought it was to be rock all through. 

1654. How did you find that out?— They told me 
afterwards. 

1655. What contracts were those 1 }— For Upper and 
Lower George’s-street. 

1656. Who was the contractor ? — There are several 
contractors — Mr. Long, Mr. Dickson, and Mr. John 
Pluck. 

1657. They told you, and you believed their state- 
ment to be true ? — Yes. 

1658. Upon that belief did they fix their prices ? — 
Yes. The contracts have not been accepted as yet. 
In consequence of the tenders being so high they were 
not accepted, and the contract is open yet 


Mr. William Craio examined. Mr. Wil 

1659 Mr. Exham.— Do you collect rents for some Commissioners, the houses on which are not silently r g ' 

, ‘ 7 T nrovided with privy or ash-pit accommodation l— 

Ptl 1G60 11 For how many persons ? — I think for four There is a range of houses omthe other side o 
nprsons Patiick-street which have no reres. 

1661 Are they owners of any of the small houses 1678. Are they the property o 
in the town !-Tliey eve. — ‘>*2 “S 

1662. Are there any of those for which yon collect 
the rent without accommodation ? — No. 


—JXO, ruey are nuu. 

1679. You say those houses have no reres at all ! — 
No, they have not. , , . . , 

1663. Are any of the persons for whom you collect 1680. Have you reported the icon i ion o 
e rents the owners of ally houses in the town which -I have always ; I served a a fj_days ago on 


the rents the owners of any 
have no accommodation ?— — They are not. 


the gentlemen who eve the joint owner, of the premises. 
1664 "lie the, the owneri of any houses in the 1681. Do yon collect rente ontsde tta tewmsbrp for 

own which have insufficient accommodation? — We anyone ?— ^ No, I have men 1 y.1 ' j 

aiglit- improve them from time to time. 1682. Do you collect county cess ?-les , nhcn 

1665. Have they been improved so that they are all got this situation I had tha ' •> , T > 

A* ' Qnni Of them are heiim imnroved. 1683. How far does the barony extend 7-1 only 


right now? — Some of them are being improved. 
There was one of the houses fell ; it is bruit now, and 
the Commissioners were paid os. for taking away the 
contents of the dust-pit which is now in progress of 
being improved ; that is the only one. 

1660. Have you anything to do with Malier’s-eourt ? 

No ; I do not collect any rents out of it. 

1667. Mr. Lawless. — What are the districts in 


collect os fev as Stradtaook, and up to Killiney and 
Pembroke. , , , . , 

1684. That must take up a good deal ol your time f 
Three hours any day would be enough. 

1685. Do you collect as deputy %— Yes. 

1 686. Those collections are made twice m the year?— 
Yes • the salary 1 have from the Commissioners would 
he of very little use to me. I collect the coimty cess 
with the full knowledge of the Commissioners. 

1687. Were you deputy cess collector when you 
were appointed sub-siuiitary officer ? — Yes, but at that 
time I also had Dalkey to collect. 

1688. Do you make your reports to the doctor ! — 
Yes, always. 

1689. In certain cases do you serve notices your- 
the doctor?— Yes; verbal. 


Kingstown for which you collect rents ?— Between be of very little 
York-street and Mulgrave-street. * 1 ’° f " 11 lrr,<1 

1668. How came you to make a declaration for re- 
mission of rates of houses in Maher’s-court ? — I made 
no declaration. 

1669. Do you collect rents for any gentleman who 
is a member of the Town Commissioners? — No ; I do 

not. . Certainly not. „ 

1670 Do you know whether any of the Town Com- self, without reporting 

missioners own home property throughout tie town! not 1>resmt system with .regard 

1671 Dotiiey owiTsmy of this small description of to procuring Ore statement of nuisances, efficient 1— 

property l-Ho, I thin* not ; I do not think thoy own The system » d * „„„ written not ices 

“^^“C^oSge^ own m,y JCwS - J- 

property in which there is not sufficient accommodation yard is duty it would not he rigl a 

L the way of privies or water-closets i— One of them without asking if they would 

“oi wJmade some improvement lately in Patrick- 1692. Do you know ftat to make 

street ■ we did not consider tee sanitary state of tee tnal yon must serve a wntten norite, ^d^teriy the 

phase good, and we made some alterations. time within which they must remove the nnrsance 1 - 

thi^YtefL^whtattelta^WdtaSJ “°693. Do yon know “ 
up, and was cleaned out. W , made a water-oloso. in it 

that done t It is not completely ^^££^^23^^ 
3 something oozing from that through 


now. 

1674. When was 
finished yet. 


1676. 'I. it the FOpliete S. wlt-Yta will find 5 in . 


1676. Is one 
of that place ? — Yes. 

1677. Do you know of any property of any other 


1695. On the 2nd April, you got 5s. for cleaning it? 
■Yes ; and it was cleaned on the day following. 
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1696. Does the privy come up against the wall 1 — 
No ; the dust-pit comes up to the wall. The privy does 
not come near it at all. The dust-pit is between the 
privy and the wall. 

1697. On the left-hand side of Susam-place are there 
not a number of small cottages requiring accommoda- 
tion ? — There is a privy and ash-pit there. There are 
no reres to those cottages, but there is one privy 
common to all of them. 

1698. Do you yourself own any property in the 
town 4 — I own the house I live in. 

1699. Do you own any houses in Paradise-row? — 
No. 

1700. How do you come to make a declaration for 
exempting the houses from the payment of the rates ? 
Is this declaration of the 12th December in your hand- 
writing (handing document to -witness)? — I did that 
for the Rev. Canon M'Cabe. 

1701. Were you Iris agent? — I was. 

17,02. At that time? — Yes ; and still. It is a 
property left in trust to him for the poor of the parish 
by a gentleman who died. 

1703. And was this house unoccupied? — It was, 
and is unoccupied still. 

1704. Do yon know anything about Maher’s-court ? 
— I know that the court, with the exception of two 
houses, has been unoccupied for nearly three years. 

1705. Are you the agent for the houses in Maher’s- 
court? — No ; not now. 

1706. Were you? — I was, sometime previous. 

1707. How many years ago ? — Three or four years. 

1708. Is that your signature to that declaration 
(handing document to witness) ? — It is. 

1709. It is a declaration made by you for the 
purpose of exempting Maher’s-court from the payment 
of the rates? — I think I did that for Mr. Rechnond. 

1710. You are not the agent for the property? — 
No ; but I am acquainted with the place, and many a 
time I made the declaration for Mr. Redmond. 

1711. How did you know but Mr. Redmond had 
that place let ? — The houses are unoccupied still. Mr. 
Redmond is the rate collector. 

1712. Was it to oblige Mi-. Redmond you made the 
declaration this year for No. 117 in that street? — It 
was. 

1713. Do the Commissioners, in order to exempt 
persons from paying the rates, require evidence by 
some other person that the place is unoccupied? — The 
house was unoccupied then and is so still. My making 
that declaration might be an irregularity, but there is 
no fraud. 

1714. It is strange to find a person in no way 
connected with the premises, either as owner or agent, 
make the declaration. The landlord may have been 
letting it and getting rent for it from persons who do 
not want to pay the rates? — I would know if it 
was. let. 

1715. We have had an instance here of making 
declarations. Would you have made a declaration if 
Mr. Crosthwaite had asked you to do it? — No; because 
I knew he was living here. 

1716. Were those premises in Maher’s-court shut 
up altogether? — Yes ; they were. 

1717. Why do you say in the declaration, “unoccu- 
pied, save by a caretaker ” ? — There is no caretaker in 
it at all. 

1718. Are the premises of the Rev. Canon M'Cabe 
in a proper sanitary condition ? — Yes ; there are two 
excellent privies in them. 

1719. Have you ever had occasion to serve notices 
under the Sanitary Acts on premises for which you 
were agent ? — Yes. If Canon M'Cabe’e required to be 
cleansed I would serve a notice on him. When he gave 
me instructions I would pay the Commissioners and 
have the stuff carted away. 

1720. Is Maher’s-court unoccupied altogether? — 
There are only two persons living in it. 

1721. In what sort of condition is the court ? — I 
may have served notices on the persons to have it 
cleansed. 


1722. Is there proper sewerage there? — There is. 

1723. Do you ever flush these lanes? — That court 
has been flushed. 

1724. Are the lanes through the town as a rule 
flushed? We were told there were some into which 
the carts could not enter? — I have them brushed quite 
clean, and if I see they require it I serve notice, and 
the men are sent in again and sweep them. 

1725. I heard Mr. Doyle say that he had nothing 
to do with these lanes?— I get that done. 

1726. Do you know the new sewer in Upper 
George’s-street ? — I do. 

1727. Have you served the owners of the houses 
adjacent to that sewer with notices to make connecting 
drains ? — What part of it ? 

1728. All along the new sewer? — There was an old 
sewer there previous to the construction of the new 
one, and they had all connexions with it. They 
also made connexions on the construction of the new 
sewer. 

1729. Do you say all the houses are connected with 
the new sewer ? — I do not know, but they are sup- 
posed to be connected. 

1730. Is it not in your department to see if every 
house is properly connected with it ? — When a new 
sewer is constructed, and the surveyor informs me that 
any houses require to be connected, I serve notice on 
them and see that they do it. 

1731. Do you serve notice on persons to construct 
connecting drains only when you are called upon to do 
it by the surveyor? — When a new sewer is made I 
consult with the surveyor, and get the names of the 
persons, and make a report to the doctor. He then 
reports to the committee, and when that has been 
done I servo notices on the people in the usual way. 

1732. Can you say if the houses on the north side 
of Upper George’s-street now have connecting drains 
with the main sewer? — I cannot say; I do not hear 
any complaints in that neighbourhood. 

1733. Don’t mind about complaints. Is it not 
your business, under the Public Health Act, to see 
that they are connected? — It is; but, you see, sup- 
posing I inspect the reres of those houses, and that I 
do not find any nuisance existing, I cannot say whether 
they require it or not. 

1734. Have you got in the Commissioners’ office any 
map or plan to enable you to ascertain whether or not 
any particular house in Kingstown is connected with 
the main drains? — I don’t know; T do not look at 
any plans. 

1735. Have you ever seen such a thing for your 
guidance? — No. 

1736. The Act of Parliament does not say there 
must be a nuisance existing before you compel the 
people to connect ? — -Sure there must be a nuisance 
before I can act. I am sanitary inspector for some 
time, and I never saw a sewer wanted for that part 
of George’s-street. 

1737. Do you consider it your duty, suppose yon 
know there is a house not connected with the main 
sewer, tef cause a connexion to be made ? — Certainly 
I do. To the best of my belief these are all connected 
with the Portyfoot-road sewer from the lane at the 

1738. Are there any written instructions or direc- 
tions given to you by the Commissioners ? — There is 
nothing written out. 

1739. Is there a by-law ? — Yes. I have to attend 
daily and examine whatever nuisances are com- 
plained of. 

1740. These (referring to by-laws) are before the 
Sanitary Act Are they the only instructions you 
ever got? — Yes, except such as I receive from time to 
time. I got instructions enough. 

1741. Were there any by-laws made since those of 
1870?— No. 

1742. Can you say is there overcrowding in the 
poorer class of houses in the town? — You mean the 
lodging-houses? 

1743. No ; but where a number of families perhaps 
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live in the same house, how many persons may there 
be in a small room! Have you ever measured any 
rooms in that class of houses to see the space given to 
each person ! — Not except in the nightly lodging- 
houses. Where the place is not a common lodging- 
house I think we have no right to interfere with it in 
that respect. 

1744. Do you know whether or not the houses of 
the poorer class are occupied by a large number of 
people! — I think not. The poorer class of people 
have nearly all left Kingstown. There is no employ- 
ment here now for people of the labouring class except 
a little on the jetty from the Harbour Commissioners. 
Some time ago, when I was in the police, we had a 
good deal of trouble with them, but at the present time 
there is no overcrowding. 

1745. Do you inspect the common lodging houses 
regularly ! — Yes, and we disqualified a good many of 
them. We have a new class of lodging houses now. 

1746. Have you by-laws for their regulation under 
the Act of Parliament! — Yes. 

1747. Are copies of those sent to the lodging 
houses! — Yes. 

1748. Do you see that they are carried out! — Yes. 

1749. Have yoiT looked at that slaughter house of 
Farrell’s since it was referred to here 1 — I was there 
the other day. It is very few cattle he can slaughter 

« in it j he has only a few sheep. Sometimes I inspect 
it twice a week. 

1750. Was Farrell prosecuted! — I brought him 
sometime ago before the magistrates, but he got a pri- 
vilege, and the Commissioners did not persevere in the 
prosecution. 

1761. How did the magistrates deal with it! — The 
Commissioners withdrew the summons. 

1752. It has been stated to us that Farrell’s slaughter 
house, situated as it is, is a nuisance from its position ! — 
It would be a nuisance the same as others, if neglected. 

1753. But the others are registered, and you say 
you exercise supervision over them, and this one is not 
registered! — I know that summonses were taken out, 
and that the matter dropped, and I know nothing more 
about it. There were three persons summoned — 
Murphy, Sheridan, and Farrell. 

1754. Do you know about Sandycove harbour as to 
whether the pipes are emptied there at high-water 
mark, instead of being carried down to low water, and 


whether there have been any complaints made as to the Kingstown-. 
stench ; also, if the coping is broken, and the iron Apri l 12 , 1 877. 
pipes are scattered about the harbour ; and how long Mr william 
it has been in that condition! First of all, is that Craig, 
place in your district! — Yes. The wall has fallen 
recently, and of course it is iu an unfinished state. 

1755. Were the pipes, to your knowledge, last sum- 
mer, continued from above high-water mark to low- 
water mark! — They were. 

1756. They were not scattered about 1 — No. 

1757. How many of these drainage pipes are there 
leading into Sandycove harbour! — There are a great 
many. 

1758. Are the pipes large enough to do the work 
efficiently! — No ; I consider they are very insufficient. 

1759. In the heat of the summer last year was the 
sewage lying on the strand in a state as if it was boil- 
ing! — I inspected the place nearly every week, and on 
some occasions there was a good deal of what you de- 
scribe, and on others there was none at all. It will 
be always so unless the pipes are run down the whole 
way. 

1760. Was it caused by the pipe not running out 
far enough ! — Yes. 

1761. When were those pipes laid! — They are a 
long time laid in Sandycove harbour. They were re- 
paired there several times. 

1762. Did they hold together for a week after they 
were repaired! — They did. 

1763. Did they for a fortnight! — They did. 

1764. Is the point at which they discharge near a 
bathing place ! — It is quite close to two bathing places. 

1765. Have you ever reported a nuisance caused by 
a slaughter house in Mulgrave-street! — Yes. . 

1766. When did you report it! — It has not been 
used as a slaughter house for more than two years. 

There was no slaughtering carried on in it since Mr. 

Fleming went to America. 

1767. In what condition is the place now! — There 
is a dust pit in it now, which has been cleaned out 
recently. 

1768. Have you had occasion to report it recently! 

— I had. 

1769. When! — Not long ago; but not as a slaughter- 
house. 

1770. What was the nature of your report! — That 
the privy and ashpit required to be cleaned. 


Mr. John Buckley examined. 


1771. Mr. Lawless.— You are a ratepayer, Mr. 
Buckley, and wish to give some evidence, I believe 1 — 
I wish to say that I expended £17 6s. 8 d. on a sewer 
in Upper George’s-street. There was nothing but a 
loose rubble sewer there, and when there came a heavy 
rain-fall it flooded the basement of my house. The 
sewer was so defective that it drained into my house, 
instead of going into the main sewer. 

1772. When was that old sewer made ! — It has never 
been interfered with at all ; that is what I complain of. 

1773. Is there a sewer in George’s-street, opposite 
your house 1 — Yes. 

• 1774. Have you more than one house there! — I have 
four. 

1775. Ai-e those houses connected with the main 
sewer ! — I am not aware. 

1776. Do you mean to say that you had to divert 
the sewer that runs from Northumberland-avenue to 
George’s-street in order to prevent it from going into 
your houses 1 — Y es. 

1777. When was that done! — Some eighteen months 

1778. Were you ever called upon to make connect- 


ing drains from your houses in George’s-street to the 
main sewer! — Never. 

1779. And you cannot say whether there are con- 
necting drains or not ! — There are not. 

Mr. Doyle. — Mr. Buckley’s premises consist of three 
houses, and the one outlet to the main sewer does for all. 

1780. (To Mr. Doyle).— Are those houses connected 
with the main sewer in Northumberland-avenue or 
George’s-street 1 — In George’s-street. 

1781. Mr. Buckley. — At my expense. 

1782. Mr. Exham. — Oh, of course. 

1783. Mr. Buckley. — I have frequently urged at the 

Board that something should be done as regards N orth- 
umberland-avenue, but I never heard of anything being 
done. . 

The Town Clerk. — There are tenders for it before the 
Board, which have not yet passed into contract. 

1784. Mr. Exham (to Mr. Buckley). — How long 
have you been complaining about Northumberland- 
avenue!— For nearly nine years I have complained of 
it. I was so disgusted with the conduct of the parties 
on the Board that I resigned. I could not get anything 
done. 


Air. John 
Buckley. 


Mr. William Reid examined. 


1785. Mr. Lawless.— I n relation to what part of 
the township do you wish to give evidence !— To Will- 
mount-avenue. I am owner of the south side of it. 

1786. Do you reside there!— Yes, in the summer 
months. I constructed a sewer there from my house 


to the sea. In September last year I found there was 
a stoppage in it, and I caused it to be opened on my own 
premises. I may say that a lady, my neighbour, con- 
tinued the sewer down to the very sea wall. 

1787. Is your cottage to the seaward of her place! — 


Mr. William 
Keid 


Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



66 LOCAL GOVERNMENT AND TAXATION INQUIRY COMMISSION (IRELAND). 


KINGSTOWN'. 

April 1% lft 77. 

Mr. William 
Had. . 


Her land is to the seaward of my cottage. There are 
a couple of old stables between my place and the sea. I 
had this sewer opened on my own premises, and I found 
a lot of stuff in it and a bad smell, and I then reported 
it to the Commissioners. Dr. Newland, the medical 
gentleman here, saw it, and after a good deal of trouble 
• indeed, we got the sewer, as I thought settled, but it 
became stopped again, and the stoppage was caused by 
Miss Williams, who was the landlady. When her 
sewer was opened — in fact the pipe had to be broken — 
(the surveyor saw it himself) we found that there was 
an obstruction placed in the nine-inch pipe, and that 
caused the stoppage. 

1788. Is this sewei-, of which you complain, entirely 
on private property! — It is entirely on private property. 
This sewer ultimately comes through a sort of barrier 
of stones in the sea wall, and after a great deal of 
trouble (in which I had to get this lady summoned) it 
was closed, but I was told by the surveyox - , Mr. Doyle, 
and I think 'also by Mr. Craig, that it would not be all 
right unless the mouth of the sewer was brought through 
the sea wall, that the stuff could not have egx-ess. In 
my absence it was closed (I believe by the lady), and 
I believe also that the mouth of that sewer has not 
since been opened thx’ough the sea wall. I heard that 
Mr. Doyle stated yesterday that it was. 

1789. He stated that the stuff percolated through 
the wall 1 — I cannot understand how, if the mouth of 
a nine-inch pipe is against the wall it can do that. 
The only pi'oper coupse is to open it through the wall. 

1790. How far is this from the main sewer! — The 
main sewer is in the centre of the street at Sandycove. 

1791. Therefore it is a considexuble distance from 
this place ! — Yes. 

1792. Is there a cesspool on Miss Williams’ pro- 
perty, into which the drainage of her houses should go ? 
— There is not. 

1793. Is there no cesspool at all 1 — I think not. 

1794. You do not know! — I am satisfied there is not. 

1795. Would it not be the duty of the sanitary 
authority if she were within a certain distance of the 
main drain to compel her to connect her premises with 
it, or to make a proper cesspool ! — The pipe should be 
run through the wall. 

1796. The Commissionei-s have power to direct this 
lady to rim it out through the wall, and if she does 
not comply with the notice at the end of the time 
specified therein, the Commissioners, through Mr. 
Doyle, can do it themselves, and charge her with the 
cost! — I actually offered to put the pipe through the 
wall at my own expense. 

1797. To whom did you make that offer! — To 
the landlady, and I think Mr. Doyle is aware of that 
fact. 

1798. Mx\ Lawless (to Mr. Craig). — Is this in your 
district! — It is. 

1799. When was the summons served on Miss 
Williams! — The pipes have been laid down the second 
time by Mr. Dickson the contractor. 

1800. Have you got copies of the notices served 
upon Miss Williams! — No. 

1801. Mi\ Exham. — Do you as sub-sanitary officer 
consider that the work there was properly carried out! 
— I considered it was properly carried out then. 

1802. Although it was not carried out through the 
wall! — It was put out through the wall. 


1803. Did you hear both Mr. Reid and Mr. Perrin 
say that it was not ; and Mr. Doyle admitted yesterday 
that it was not! — It was made that way for the pur- 
pose of protecting it against the sand which used to 
get into the pipe and choke it up. 

1804. Do you say that the pipe is carried out 
through the wall ? — Yes. There is a battery of stone 
against the wall on the outside. 

Mr. Perrin. — The place happens to be' beside my 
own house. It was given in charge to the surveyor, and 
the question is, has it been carxied through the wall. 
It is easy to settle the mattex - , by just looking at it. 

1805. Mi-. Exham (to Mr. Craig). — When did you 
see it last 1 — I do not think I have seen it for the last 
month or moi’e. When I saw it the repairs had not 
been long finished, and Mi - . Reid said it was done to- 
his satisfaction. 

Mr. Reid. — I told you distinctly that there was a 
stoppage at the mouth — at what you called the battery 
wall. I showed you the stoppage. 

1806. Mr. Lawless (to Mr-. Cmig). — Did you see 
this pipe put down ? — I did. 

1807. Did you see that it actually goes through the 
rampart wall! — Yes. 

180S. Through it!— Yes. 

1809. Could you see the opening of the pipe on the 
other side of the wall — supposing you were standing 
on the shox'e at low water could you see the pipe! — No. 

1810. Then what is there built against it which 
prevents you from seeing it ! — A loose battery of stone. 

1811. How thick is that! — I could not say. 

1812. Is it a mortar wall! — It is a masoiuy built 
wall. 

Mr. Reid. — My belief is that the pipe is below tiro 
foundation of the wall. 

1813. Mr. Lawless (to Mr. Craig). — -Do you con- 
sider this an efficient piece of drainage ! — It worked 
right well then. It was finished completely, and it 
carried away the nuisance from his place. 

1814. Do you know the condition of it now! — At 
px-esent I do not ; this gentleman never made a com- 
plaint to me about it since, so that I felt satisfied it 
was all right. 

Mx\ Reid. — I did make a complaint, and called your 
attention to the way in -which it was done. 

1 815. Mr. Lawless (to Mr. Reid). — Were you there 
at the time this work was being done ; at the time this 
pipe was put in! — I was there up to the time the 
sewer was covered, but I did not see it covered. 

1816. Were you awax'e that the pipe was not put 
through the wall ! — I was satisfied of it. 

1817. Did you know it at that time ? — I did. 

1818. Did you require the surveyor to doit! — I 
did, and I offered to pay the cost of doing it. I made 
the offer in the presence of Mr. Doyle and Mi - . Craig. 

1819.. Did you require Mr. Doyle, or any of the 
officers of the Commissioners, to carry out tlx at sewer 
through the battery wall! — Yes; Mr. Doyle said it 
was to be done. 

1820. Did Mr. Doyle state to you that it would be 
done 1 — He did, and afteiwax-ds said it was properly 
done ; but I found it was not, as it was not carried 
through the wall; the result is, that after a year or 
so the sewage will be coming back to my cottage again. 

1821. In what state is it now ? — I have not been 
there since October last. 


Mr. Edward 
Boclic. 


Mr. Edward Roche examined. 


1822. Mr. Lawless. — Are you a Town Commis- 
sioner ! — Yes. 

1823. How long have you been a Town Commis- 
sioner ! — -Three years. 

1824. What is your trade or profession 1 — I am a 
builder. 

1825. Do you carry on that business in Kingstown! 
— Yes. 

1826. Are you an owner of property in Kingstown 1 
' — Yes, a large owner. 

1827. Do you know this place in Willmount-avenue, 
the property of Mr. Reid !— I do. 


1828. Do you know where the pipe sewer runs down 
through Miss Williams’ property to the sea wall ? — 
Yes. 

1829. Are you awax-e of Miss Williams having been 
summoned! — Yes. Miss Williams’ place is on the 
left-hand side of Mx\ Reid’s house, and there was a 
dispute between them about the sewer, and I looked 
after the matter as a friend on behalf of Miss Williams. 

1830. Were you there when Mr. Doyle, or the 
people under Mm, were working at this sewer !— Miss 
Williams employed the men herself ; the- Commission- 
ers had nothing to do with it. The pipes were laid 
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to tlie main wall at the sea, and there is a hole in the 
v/all there through which the pipe passes. Outside 
that wall there is a battery for breaking the force of 
the sea ; it is totally a dry wall, and the sewage passes 
from the mason wall into it, and then goes away. We 
will take up that pipe sewer next the wall, and showthat 
there is no sewage in it. Miss Williams does not wish 
to make a hole through the battery wall, lest it might 
affect its efficiency as a protection against the storms. 
She got it erected for the purpose of protecting her 
property against the force of the sea. 

1831. Is it your opinion that the pipe sewer in its 
present state — passing through these walls, is an effi- 
cient one 1 — It is. 

1832. Mr. Exham. — Is there a space between the 
mason wall and the battery ? — The battery is up against 
the wall, and is composed entirely of dry stone. What- 
ever passes through the mason wall trinkles down this 
place. 

1833. Is there any space between the two struc- 
tures ? — There is not. 

1834. Must it not stop the flow of the sewage ? — No. 

1 835. Of what sort of stone is the battery composed 1 
— Of rubble stone. 

1836. Are they large stones ? — Not vexy large. 

1837. What use can they be as a protection wall if 


(.7 

they are not large ? — I myself saw it, and I am quite Kingstown-. 
satisfied that there is aperture enough to take the April 12 , 1877. 
sewage away. There are only two cottages connected 
with this sewer. Roche. 

1838. You say Mr. Head wanted her to cany the 
pipe through the battery, and yon did not do it ?— My 
superintendent said it did not require to be dona 

1839. And it was not done ? — No ; we will open that 
portion of the sewer and show that there is no nuisance. 

1840. Why did Miss Williams refuse Mr. Bead’s 
offer to do it at his own expense ? — She was afraid that 
if there was a hole made through the battery it would 
spoil it as a rampart against the sea. 

1841. Did you advise her to that effect ? — I did not 
advise her. 

1842. If the battery is sufficient to protect her 
masonry wall against the sea, is it not also sufficient 
to prevent the sewage from passing out of the pipe 1 — 

No, it is not. 

1843. Were you present when the sewer was 
opened? — I was. 

1844. Did you see any obstruction in it? — -Miss 
Williams put down something for the purpose of stop- 
ping his sewer, because he did the same to hers. 

Mr. Read. — I offered to remove that, if she opened 
the sewer, so as to have a perfect inn into the sea. 


Mr. Craig recalled. 


1845. Mr. Lawless. — Was Fleming’s nuisance 
abated after the service of a summons upon him? — 
Yes. 

1846. On the 4th March, 1876, you had to report 
Mr. Fleming, Upper George’s-street, for having a privy 
and ashpit in a filthy state, and you say there was a 
summons served on him, and the nuisance was then 
abated? — Yes. 


1S47. I find that on the 1st September, 1876, you 
had -to report the same place? — Yes, and also the 
slaughter-house. 

1848. So I see, the slaughter-house and yard and 
dust-pit were in a filthy state ? — Yes. 

1849. Was this place used as a slaughter-house at 
that time ? — No ; the door was shut up, and a dust-pit 
made of it 


Craig 


Mr. George Perrin examined. 


1850. Mi-. Lawless. — Do you wish to make any 
statement with regard to Willmount-avenue ? — Yes, I 
saw the place that is spoken of. 

1851. Will you describethe state of it at that time? 
— A nine-inch pipe had been laid some few years ago, 
commencing at the sea wall and passing inland through 
Miss Williams’ stable, and through Mr. Bead’s pre- 
mises. It was placed exactly as the present pipe is 
laid After the lapse of some time, of course, the 
nuisance flooded back upon Mr. Bead’s premises, and 
the state of things there at the present moment is such 
as I have already described. We could not induce 
Miss Williams at the time to continue the pipe through 
the sea wall ; some dispute arose about other parts, 
and when Mr. Bead opened the sewer on his premises,, 
he foirnd it full of nuisance. 

1852. Did you see the nine-iuch pipe put down in 
October last ? — I saw it about that time. 

1853. Before it was covered? — Yes ; it goes into an 
opening made through a light eighteen-inch wall, and 
on the outside of this wall is a rampart wall, the face 
of which is pointed with mortar. 

1854. When was that done ?— Since the storm that 
has been referred to. Instead of the sewage going 
away rapidly, it finds its way into this stone wall. 

1855. Does that state of things, to your own know- 


ledge, constitute a nuisance there now? — I do not 
know that there is a nuisance there now. Mr. Bead, 
by my advice, brought the matter under the notice of 
tlie Commissioners. The summons was brought after 
a long time, at the suit of the Commissioners, through 
their officers, against Miss Williams ; and as I under- 
stand the order was that tlie nuisance should be abated 
within a given time. I told Mr. Bead that if he left 
the matter in the hands of the authorities, they would 
insist that it should be done properly. It has been 
done in the way described to you, ancl the question is 
whether or not there is any obligation on tlie Commis- 
sioners to have the matter set right. 

Mr. Boyle . — It was brought under my notice, and it 
appeared to be a regular quarrel between these parties. 
However, the nuisance was stopped, and I never heard 
anything more of the matter till Mr. Bead said some- 
thing about it. 

1836. Did you know at the time that tlie pipe did 
not go through the sea wall altogether ? — Of course I 
did, for there was a rampart wall. I did not think it 
my duty to see that that was done. 

1857. Mr. Perrin said that the outside wall was 
pointed with mortar ? — He is quite right. It has been 
mortared here and there. There are a number of aper- 
tures along the shore. 


Mr. George 
Perrin. 


Mr. Patrick Duffy examined. 


185S. Mr. Exham.— Are you an acting sergeant in 
the Dublin Metropolitan Police? — Yes. 

1859. Are you also sub-sanitary officer here ?— Yes, 
and inspector under the Focd and Drug Adulteration 
Act, 1875. 

1860. What district of Kingstown have you charge 
of ?— The West ward and Monkstown ward. 

1861. Did you receive any paper of instructions 
from the Commissioners as to your duties ? — No ; 
except the by-laws. 

1862. What are your duties as sub-sanitary officer? 


— To see that all yards, privies, and ashpits in the two 
wards are regularly cleansed. 

1863. How often do you inspect the places in your 
district? — About once a fortnight — in some cases more 
frequently. 

1864. Do you say that you inspect all the houses in 
your district once a fortnight?— Yes, in any locality 
where I believe a nuisance exists. 

1865. To whom do yon make your reports?— To Dr. 
O’Flalierty, the sanitary officer of my district of thetown. 

1866. Do you ever act without waiting to report to 
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Daffy. 


the doctor ? — Tf I can frighten the people into abating 
a nuisance by speaking to them I do so always. 

1867. Do you ever serve notices on them yourself 
without the authority of the doctor 1 — No. 

1868. Don’t you ever serve notices to abate nuisances 
until you receive an order to do so from the Commis- 
sioners ? — Not until I get an order from the doctor 
approved of by the Commissioners. 

1869. Is this part of the town (.George’s-street) in 
the West ward ? — Yes. 

1870. It is in your district ? — Yes. 

1871. What is the condition, generally speaking, of 
the houses of the poorer class of people in the West 
ward ? Are they sufficiently provided with privy and 
ashpit accommodation, or are there many of them 
without privies 1 — There are a few without privies. 

1872. Are there some 1 — There are. 

1873. Are those houses built in such a way that 
they could be supplied with privies 1 — No. 

1874. Do you refer to the construction of the houses 
altogether ?— Some houses in the neighbourhood would 
require to be pulled down and rebuilt in order to con- 
struct privies for them. 

1875. Are there no means at present of making such 
accommodation ? — No. 

187 6. Are there any houses in your district for which 
privy accommodation could be provided, and which 
have not yet got it ? — There are. 

1877. Are they reported by you? — Yes, and in some 
cases an order of the magistrates was issued. 

1878. Have you got your report-book ? — Yes. In 
No. 8, Lower George’s-street a new privy and ashpit 
are to be built by the order of the magistrates. 

1879. When was that order made ? — I think on the 
2nd April, 1877. 

1880. Was it one of the houses which had not 
accommodation, but in which it could be made? — Yes. 

1881. How long before the date of that order were 
you acquainted with the condition of that place? — That 
was the first time I saw it, so far as the privy accom- 
modation was concerned. 

1882. Did you never inspect it before? — I did. 
I was only appointed in September last, I was 
chiefly directing my attention to getting places cleaned 
before I went into the question of privy accommodation. 

1883. Whom did you succeed as sub-sanitary 
officer in this West ward? — Mr. Craig had the whole 
township before I was appointed. 

1884. Do you know whether or not that particular 
place had ever been reported to the Town Commis- 
sioners before? — I am not aware. 

1885. Were there any other houses in which you 
required the parties to build privies ? — Yes. 

1886. You need not mention the houses. In how 
many cases did you get that done? — About eleven cases. 

1887. When were they done ? — Mostly this year. 

1888. Are you able to say whether in your district 
the houses within the necessary distance of the main 
sewers, all have connecting drains with the main 
sewers ? — I am not acquainted with the sewerage of 
the township ; provided a place is clean and that 
the water passes away from it, I do not think it 
necessary to report. If the sewer was choked up we 
would make inquiries from Mr. Doyle. 

1889. Have you always got satisfactory information 
from Mr. Doyle in reference to su6h matters ? — Yes ; 
some houses in Monkstown-avenue, I believe, are not 
connected. 

1890. Are they a good class of houses? — They are 
new houses. 

1891. Are they inhabited ? — Yes. 

1892. Have you reported them ? — Yes. 

1893. When? — A few days ago when I saw the 
water flowing into the street. 

1894. Did you report that those houses were not 
; connected with the main sewer ? — Yes. 

1895. Is there a main sewer in Monkstown-avenue? 
— It does not come to these houses. 

1896. Is there a main sewer within 100 feet of 
them ? — There is not ; the stables are not within 200 
feet of it. 


189 1 . Have you gone into the interior of the 

houses and examined the water-closets, and so on ? 

I have. 

1898. Have you made a house-to-house examination? 
— Not exactly ; in the poorer class of houses I have. 

1899. Was there anything done about those houses 
since you reported them ? — The notices are not served.. 

1900. Was there any order made by the Commis- 
sioners upon it ? — The doctor’s report is not in yet. 

1901. Mr. Lawless. — I s Monkstown-avenue a part- 

brought into the township by the Extension Act? 

Yes; I think so. 

1902. Mr. Exham. — Is De Vesci-terrace in your 
district? — Yes. 

1903. Do you know the houses in the hollow 
there ? — I do. 

1904. Do you know where their water-closets drain 
into ? — No. 

1905. Do you know anything about the existin» 
drainage there ? — No ; I have no knowledge of the 
drainage or how it runs. 

1906. Do you find that your reports to the Com- 
missioners, or rather to the doctors, are promptly acted 
on by the Commissioners ? — Yes. 

1907. Are the doctor’s recommendations to the Com- 
missioners carried out to your satisfaction? — Yes, 
except that owing to the present system under the 
Act there is a very long delay between the time when 
the nuisance is first reported by us, and when steps 
are taken to force the parties to abate it. 

1908. Do you find there is any delay on the part of 
the Commissioners in taking proceedings ? — No. 

1909. Do you look after the removal of manure 
heaps from back yards? — Yes. 

1910. How long do you allow a manure heap to 
accumulate? — If a man does not pay attention to the 
Commissioners’ summons or the magistrate’s order,, 
then I summon him for disobedience ; still, of course, 
the nuisance remains, ancl I have to again report to 
the doctor. 

1911. Does the nuisance continue there eveiy day? — 
Yes ; although he may have been fined 10s. by the 
magistrate. For instance, in a number of cases persons, 
in the present year, have been fined for disobeying the 
magistrate’s order, and in two of those cases the nuisance 
remains to the present day. 

1912. Are there any slaughter-houses in your 
district ? — Four. 

1913. What condition are they in? — Yery good. 

1914. Are they registered ? — Yes. 

1915. Have you any lodging-houses? — Seven. 

1916. Are they all registered? — They are reported 
on by the doctor as being fit to be registered. 

1917. But are they actually registered? — I think 
not ; there are no regulations posted in them. 

1918. Ought you not to look after that. Are they 
kept in proper order? — I brought the matter under 
the doctor’s notice, and he certified they are in a con- 
dition to be registered as “common lodging-houses ; 
and I see that they are kept in that state, or very near 
it — as near as I can. 

Mr. Barrett. — We abolished all the old lodging- 
houses entirely. 

1919. Mr. Exham (to Witness). — As far as your 
experience goes, is there any overcrowding in the poorer 
class of houses ? Are there too many inhabitants in 
one room, for instance? — No. 

1920. Do you allow pigs to be kept in the rooms ? — 
No. 

1921. Are nuisances thrown out in the streets ? 
Yes. 

1922. Is that done to any extent (I mean by 
nuisance human filth)? — Yes, at the lower end of 
Panicle-street — night soil. 

1923. Cannot you put an end to that? — There is 
no privy on one side ; and the inhabitants are too 
lazy to go to the other one, although they have all the 
ways for it. . 

1924. Is there no space in that street to make 
proper accommodation in the houses ? — There is no 
rere to these houses whatever. 
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~MV Barrett . — There could he -water-closets con- 
structed. 

1925. Who is the owner of these houses in Patnck- 
street? — They are partners. There is one of the 
Commissioners a partner in some of them. 


1926. Why do you not summon the owners for not Kr 
having proper accommodation? — So I did; and the Apr 
order is served, and they are in course of erection. Mr 

1927. Is that for all the houses, or only for one i — Duf 
It is for seven houses. 


Mr. William Craig recalled. 


1928. Mr. Lawless. — I see here a notice : — 

“The sewer choked on said premises at said place, causing a 
nuisance to the adjoining premises, and causing nuisance to now in 
said place.” 

Was there any adjudication made hy the magis- 


trate on this? — A preliminary order was made. You 
see by the book of notices the time he gave. 

1929. It appears to me that, if this summons was 
served again for the premises being choked, the case 
could be sustained of causing a nuisance to the in- 
habitants. 


Mr. George S. B. 

1930. Mr. Exham. — Do you reside at Sandycove? 
—I do, and have property there ; and my father lias 
very considerable property there ; and, in stating what 
I am going to state, I appear on behalf of several other 
ratepayers as well as myself. 

1931. What do you complain of? — Some two or three 

years ago, to the best of my recollection, there was an 
alteration made in the sewer that runs down into 
Sandycove Harbour. There is a slip at the end of 
Sandycove-avenue which runs into the harbour. The 
sewer is of masonry down to the end of the slip, and 
from that it was intended originally to have carried it 
by iron pipes down to low water mark. For the last 
two years these pipes, instead of doing their duty are 
spread about the harbour. _ . 

1932. Was it intended to lay these iron pipes? 
Was that intention carried out? — They were originally 
laid down, but it was impossible to carry out tins 
intention for the pipes were not large enough. There 
was a great fall there, and the pipes would never 
have been large enough to carry off the sewerage. 
Although not an architect I can tell that ; for the 
masonry work all burst alongside the slip. 

1933. Were the pipes actually laid ? — They were, 
but in no way fastened to the bed of the harbour, as 
it were. 


1934. Were they 
I do not think there 


jointed together? — No, and 
a ao noo mum wicio even flanges to them. I do 
know, however, that (whether from being repeatedly 
moved about by the tide or not), they were either 
broken, or at all events there are no flanges on them 

110 1935. Are they now displaced?— The pipes are 
now lying all about the harbour. They are not in a 
straight line. The consequence is that at low water, 
especially in the summer time, the whole escapement 
of this sewer covers the bed of the harbour. A few 
years ago the harbour had a nice sanely bottom, and 
now it is a nuisance to the whole neighbourhood. 
When the tide is out the people cannot walk there 
on account of the smell. Y ou go up to your ankles in 
filth now there. 


Tincler examined. J/ 

1936. Does that filth come out of the sewer? — 

Certainly. • 

1937. Is the present outlet from the sewer along- 
side the slip ?— Just alongside the slip, because it comes 
out from the veiy end of the sewer. 

1938. Does it run all over the place from the end 

of the sewer at the slip?— Yes, and it has made the 
place actually rotten. . , 

1939. Have you ever drawn the attention ot tne 
Commissioners to this? — My father has, and there 
have been several complaints made about it to them. 

1940. Have you got any redress? — -Not at all. It 

is in the summer it ought to be remedied ; the winter 
does not much matter. Then, I might mention, people 
keep boats there. I once kept a small yacht there ; 
and if you go to “ ground ” boats there the pipes 
smash them. . . . , 

1941. Were these pipes within a well-defined mark, 
so that a man could avoid them in mooring his boat? 

Pf 0 . Then, I daresay you are aware there is one of 

the largest bathing places in Ireland at one side of the 
small harbour, and a ladies’ bathing place at the other. 

1942. Arc these injured by the sewer, to your 
on knowledge !— They ore. Around Sandycove 
Point there is a very strong tide, and if you bathe 
at the first of the ebb, you will have the whole ot 
this stuff from the harbour. The harbour is a pecu- 
liar one, and comes right around from the rocks. 
There are complaints from the woman m the ladies 
bathing place that it first comes round to her. 

1943. Are you able to say, from your own know- 
ledge whether it affects the gentlemen’s bathing place? 

—I came here to-day at the request of several to bring 
it before you. . 

1944. Is there any other matter you wish to men- 
tion?— Nothing, except that there are other gentlemen 
who can give you evidence as to the state of the harbour. 

1945. Is Sandycove within the Township ?— Yes, 
within the Glasthule ward. I would now ask Mr. 
Coppinger to be examined. 

1646 Mr. Lawless.— I do not think your state- 
ment requires confirmation. 


Mr. Alfred Coppinger examined. 

1347 Mr Lawless — Do you live near Sandycove knowledge how long tint 1ms keen the cnsol-I f 

state of tils place 1 — I lave ; sndit is perfectly tne. It was always very mueu m rue _ ^ 
m ... .a. ic oomino nnt. a.t, the side of the 


state oftkisplaceS-I have; audit i is ^perfeofly tojk M ot the and 

Tie sewage at present is ‘ w7 s 7i? S fstrong breeze blows north, into tl,. harbour 


ip, "and M summer it make, a most frightful soldi m“ake iore diS." 

V- D°f ;? * rrf?nve°b£: ittoforty ll $ t S of^ies '» they 1-Iron pipes. 

is Always brokervtbere, when the wind domes in heavy 

account of tie Loll. The smell is simply Mg btful from 11.^^ serviceable 

I have heard a number of gentlemen say that nr going 1 JM- m. 

down to the forty-foot hole, they have to run by the aey been in that state t- 

“m M?T^.7Sn yon say of yonr own Since the big storm winch carried away the ladies’ baths. 


S’GSTOWN. 

■fZ12,1877. 

Patrick 


William 


. George 
B. Tinder. 


Mr Alfred 
Coppinger. 
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•Kingstown. 
April 12 , 1877 . 
Mr. Perrin. 


JM v. Perrih examined. 


1956. Mi-. Lawless. — How long do you know this 
place at Sandycove? — All my life. 

1957. Is it in the condition described by Mi-. 
Tineler and Mr. Coppinger ? — I saw it yesterday, and 
those gentlemen have described it most accurately. 

1958. Do you remember it when it was pure ? — I 
do ; but that was before such a population as there is 
now existed ; and I saw the pipes put down. There 
is a sewer originally made by the county, which runs 
down Sandy cove-avenue. It terminates at the slip. 
The slip- goes down to the harbour, and at the end of 
the slip there has been a masonry sewer covered over 
with flags. It is almost a foot square, and the fall is 
very rapid at that point. Of course as the population 
increased, the nuisance was the greater, more par- 
ticularly as a place called Breffni-terrace was built on 
the edge of the main road that ran down to the spot. 

1959. Was the sewer of that terrace added? — It 
was, and was lying there until a few days ago, when 
it was interrupted by the sewerage about which you 
have heard so much along the road. Some years ago 
the Commissioners went about making this sewer 
deposit its matter at low-water mark — the original 
sewer deposited its matter at high-water mark. They 
put down pipes of about six-ineli bore, and these are 
attached to a sewer of twelve-inch capacity at a very 
.rapid fall ; and in my humble judgment, the outlet 
ought to have been larger as it went out instead of 
being diminished. They had the ordinary flanges ' at 
the. joints. They appeared to be about ten feet in 
length — metal pipes. In the natural course of things, 
these pipes, not being of sufficient capacity, got choked 
up — not merely from the nuisance coming in, but 
from the imperfect manner in which they were jointed. 

1960. How long ago is it since these pipes were laid 
down? — I think about six years. 

Mr. Tineler. — I think not so long ago. 

Witness. — It does not matter. The pipes were laid 
out towards the centre of the harbour, which was near 
low-water mark. From time to time, on account of 
their insufficient capacity, as also from their not being 
properly jointed, all the oozings of the sewage matter 
through the joints made the plac e as bad as if -there 
liad been no sewer. 


1961. Was there only one lhie of six-inch pipes laid 
to dispose of the entire sewage ? — Only one. 

1962. Do you kiiow the state of the stone sewer 
down to the slip 1 — It has a very good and very rapid 
fall, having the inclination of the slip itself, and was 
covered with large stones ; but they seem to have been, 
removed of late, and the whole tiling is now exposed 
up to the level of the main road. 

1963. Have the covering stones been replaced?— 
No ; and as to the pipes, I saw the men at the time 
who were what we call labouring men; they dis- 
jointed them with crowbars, and cleaned out what 
was in them. They merely pushed them into their 
position again, so they are not water-tight now. • 

1964. Was it necessary after these pipes were laid 

down to disjoint them in order to relieve them? 

Yes ; they became choked up. 

1965. Mr. Exham. — Were there not stakes put 
down to keep them in their position when first fixed? 
— Nothing whatever to keep them in tlieir position ■ 

they were neither bedded in stone nor leaded together 

nothing of the kind. They were moved, as I 
described, with bars, and pushed back again in the 
rudest maimer. 

1966. Have you seen the harbour in the summer in 
the condition described by these gentlemen? — Yes ; 
and it is a very great resort. 

Mr. Tineler. — I suppose four hundred people batlie 
there every morning. 

1967. Is that nuisance caused by the sewage? 

Yes ; it is most offensive in summer weather. 

1968. Can you from your own knowledge say it is 
a nuisance to the ladies’ and gentlemen’s bathing 
places? — There is no doubt about it, to my own 
knowledge. 

1969. Can you see the sewerage escaping from the 
sewer ? — You see it on the bottom of the harbour, 
when the tide is out. 

1970. I mean at the bathing-place, can you see 
filthy stuff floating on the water? 

Mr. Tineler. — On a summer’s morning you can see 
a sort of scum floating on the water. 

Witness. — I have not personally seen it, for I am 
not much of a bather. 


Mr. Doyle. 


Mr. Doyle recalled. 


1971. Mr. Lawless. — Do you wish to explain about 
the sewer at Sandycove? — Yes. Yery shortly after I 
came here, in 1868 or 1869, our attention was drawn 
to the miserable state of that harbour, and the in- 
tolerable smell from the sewer discharging into it at 
high-water mark. 

1972. Was that the old county sewer? — Yes. I 
prepared plans, and they consisted of a sewer of ma- 
sonry running to the end of the slip, and a six-inch 
pipe from that out to low-water mark. It is made 
with cement and covered with heavy flags, and the 
pipes which connect with it are the same as the water- 
pipes here. They are what is commonly called “ turned 
and bored ” and do not require cement ; they require 
only to be driven, and the more the rust gets into them 
the faster they become. They cannot be disturbed by 
any sea, and no man asks to disturb them. I have been 
living on the ground.' 

1973. Mr. Exham. — Are they in working order? — 
Not at present, the silting up of the sand is so mucin 

1974. Are they now in the line in which they were 
originally fixed 1— No. 

1975. What disturbed them ? — I sent men down to 
clear them out.. In the winter these tremendous floods 
clear them out ; but before this the intolerable stench 
that arose there was such that everyone was crying 
out against it. 

1976. That appears to have been caused from the 
sewege flowing out at the slip in the harbour, and 
it seems to be exactly the same now from these iron 
pipes not being in position? — Nothing of the kind. If 
these pipes get disconnected, the whole sewage of course 
spreads over the harbour. 


1977. Are they not disconnected now? — They are, 
by the late gale silting up the sand. 

197S. Did you not hear what Mr. Tineler and Mr. 
Coppinger said, that last summer they saw the pipes 
scattered about? — That was the time we were cleaning 
them. 

1979. Mr. Tineler. — Would you ask Mr. Doyle, 
does not the sewage sometimes empty out at the slip, 
and not at the pipes at all ? 

_ 1980. Mr. Lawless. — What is the diameter of these 
pipes ? — Six inches. 

1981. Mr. Exham. — Mr. Perrin says they are all 
broken ? — There may be some holes in them. Some of 
the flanges are broken; some of them have holes in them. 

Mr. Coppinger. — I have seen the matter spouting 
out of the joints at low water. 

1982. Mr. Exham (to Mr. Doyle). — Do you not 
think it a proper thing to secure them by stakes, or 
something of the kind ? — Not at all. 

1983. Do you not think that the sea has some 
action on them ? — Not at all. 

1984. Did yon ever see blocks of stone two or three 
tons weight tossed up by the sea? — Yes. 

1985. Do you mean to say the sea cannot have the 
same effect on the pipes ? — No. 

Mr. Tinder. — I venture to say, if you go down there 
now, you will see them lying all about the bottom of 
the harbour. 

1986. Mi-. Lawless. — At all events, you admit, Mr, 
Doyle, these pipes in the harbour are not in a position 
to do their work? — They are not. 

1987. How long are they in that state? — About a 

fortnight, I think. ; . 
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1988. Mr. Exham. — D o you mean to say that what 
has been asserted by two gentlemen, who said they 
H aw the pipes displaced in the summer and the stuff 
spreading over the place, is not the fact ? — It is the per- 
fect fact, but the pipes were only displaced for the 
purpose of being cleared. 

1989. How long were they displaced ? — This must 
be done between tides. 

1990. Did you not hear those gentlemen say these 
pipes were scattered all over the harbour, so that if 
they anchored a boat she would be injured ? — They 
wex - e not scattered over the harbour. 

1991. Are you prepared to contradict from your own 
eye-sight, what they say they saw ? — I do not know 
what they saw. 

1992. Have those pipes ever been displaced by the 
action of the sea ? — Never, to my knowledge. 

1993. Have you ever had occasion to have them 
replaced? — No. I broke them open, and replaced 
them with our own workmen. 

1994. If they are so firmly fixed by the rust, how 
do you open them? — Oh, they are not joined. Any 
practical man knows that. 

1995. Do you think it was right to put a six-inch 
pipe to carry off the sewage of a twelve-inch sewer 
like the county sewer? — If I had the slightest idea it 
would have been silted up, I would not have done so ; 
but these things arise in other places besides Kings- 
town or Sandycove. 

1996. Did you think it for the last six years defec- 
tive in that respect ? — No ; but I found to my cost I was 
mistaken in my views. 

1997. When did you find out that first? — "Within 
the last tew years, I found the sewer silts up. 

1998. Did you take any steps to alter the condition 
of things ? — I did not, except to keep the pipes free. 

1999. Although you did not see the pipes scattered ' 
about the harbour last year, did you see the sewage 
coming from these pipes and spreading over the harbour 
in the way described, when the tide was out? — I did. 

2000. Did you perceive the abominable smell from 
it? — -Yes. 

2001. And have you any doubt that came from the 
sewago ? — No ; but I think that with precaution we 
will now be able to keep the sewer clear. 

2002. Mr. Perrin. — With your permission, gentle- 
men, I would refer to another sewer. There is a sewer 
the Commissioners constructed as a continuation of 
Samuels' river — the Glastliule river. There is a stream 
that goes down and discharges itself at that point, 
which is the outfixll for a very large water-shecl— all 
the districts about hero supply it. It was open where 
the stream ran through it, until it came to the rampart 
wall of Mr. Samuels at this outfall. Through this 
wall there was made a wide arch about six feet by seven 
feet. Through this arched passage the water used to 
rush, and it is subject to great floodings from time to 
time. Within the last eight or ten years the Com- 
missioners thought proper to construct a sewer for the 
purpose of conveying that stream to low-water mark. 
1 am not aware exactly at what cost, or whether they 
had a contractor or not. Its dimensions are about 
three feet wide by two deep ; and so different is it in 
proportion to the arched passage which was originally 
used at the outlet, that a man could nearly walk be- 
tween the top of the sewer and the crown of the arch. 

2003. Mr. Lawless. — Was not the arch built up ? 

N o. That sewer was made of rough masonry. The 

rocks seem to have been cut away to form a passage 
down to low-water mark. It was built in the most- 
imperfect manner, in many places the covering stones 
not having more than from four to six inches bearing 
on che other side of the wall. The consequence was 
floodings occurred. I heard from reliable information 
that the water actually went over Mr. Samuels’ para- 
pet wall, but I did not see this happen. 

2004: Do you mean the fresh water? — Yes ; the 
river and the sewage stuff both .ran over the ram- 
part wall at the time of floods, being unable to get 
vent through the sewer for want of a sufficient outfall. 
Last year when it was proposed to ask a Provisional 


Order for an intercepting sewer, I went down to the Kinustown. 
place and noticed its condition. The covering stones Apri l 12 , istt. 
of the sewer, for about fifteen to twenty feet from Mr . Perrin 
the mouth of the arch, were stripped off — some of them 
lying down in the sewer itself, and impeding the free 
departure of the nuisance. 

2005. Do you mean inside or outside the arch ? — 

I am speaking entirely of the outside — seaward. They 
built a little of the arch, and it has since been covered 
in a good way back towards Mr. Henry’s. The sea- 
weed was collected in this sewer, and, of course the 
smell from it and the nuisance were fully equal to 
what they must have been originally before that out- 
fall sewer was made. 

2006. Was that between high and low-water mark ? 

— Yes. 

2007. Is the sewer sufficient now ? — I went there 
three or four days ago, and saw that a few of the 
covering’ stones had been roughly put into their 
position, but a great deal more of it was broken. 

2008. Do you mean more than you had seen broken 
before? — Not at the part where it was first stripped ; 
they seem to have covered this in a rough way. The 
sewer is not staunch — it is not water-tight. 

2009. Is that the condition of the sewer now ? — It 
is ; and all down to low-water mark, walking along it, 
you can notice the nuisance going out through it. 

2010. Does it even carry the sewage stuff off ? — Oh, 
the water rushes along it. 

2011. Is it a rapid stream? — Yery rapid stream; 

I remember a man being drowned there. 

2012. Were the defects you have mentioned caused 
from the sewer not being properly made or from its 
not being of sufficient capacity ? — From both. . There 
are people and children in the habit of bathing con- 
venient to this place, and in summer time the smell is 
highly offensive, because the sewage pouring out of 
that sewer lodges in the crevices of the rock, and is 
caught up by the sea-weed, and. when the action of 
the sun comes on it they might as well have nothing 
there in the shape of an outfall sewer. 

2013. Does the sewage escape from it before it 
reaches its proper destination ? — Oh, yes ; it begins 
immediately after leaving the main sewer. The 
Commissioners more recently covered the river land- 
wards. The stuff of this sewer covers the public 
road. 

2014. Is it inside of the high road?— Oh, yes ; the 
river goes under the road to the one formerly arched 
over by the county. 

2015. Is it all covered between the high road and 
the sea ?— It is, and inland also. I understand pro- 
ceedings were instituted at the suit of the occupier of 
Seafield, Mr. Samuels, against the Commissioners for 
nuisance, and they were obliged in consequence to 
cover over the portion of sewer that runs through his 
place. I have not been to the mouth of the river 
inland since they covered it in ; but I have been on 
the road, and saw all the places about there flooded — 
from what cause I cannot tell, but I have seen the 
flood in a place it could not possibly have been in had 
the sewer been as it originally was. 

201G. Can you state whether this place was liable 
to be flooded before bills outfall sewer was made ? — It 
could not be, because it was a yery large open space 
before. The stream as it passed through Mi-. Samuels’ 
place was a very large affair. 

2017. Does that stream receive the sewerage of a 
considerable district?— Yes, of a very large district. 

I tl'inlr it has been added to by sewers made by the 
Town Commissioners. 1 

Mr. Doyle. — The reverse of that. 

2018 (To Mr. Perrin). — You say that this sewer 
was insufficient for the purpose of carrying off the 
sewerage ? — Manifestly so. 

2019. Do you consider the present state of that 
sewer constitutes a nuisance in that place? — Most 
assuredly. I have had friends down there from time 
to time, and on a summer evening they, as well as I 
have found the smell is most offensive ; and, although 
it has been stated here that the sewerage has been 
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Kingstown, diminished, I may tell you as a matter of fact that so 
April is, 1877. far as a nuisance goes it has been added to. 

Mr Perrin 2020. Ill what way? — Because the sewerage that 

1 ' . used to run out from Windsor-terrace has been carried 

along this range of houses, and all the contents are 
going into that stream ; and, therefore, there has been 
an increase of nuisance although there has been a del- 
crease of water, for the other was inland — county 
district. 


2021. Is that all you wish to state about that sewer? 
— Yes. 

2022. Mr. Kelly. — Mr. Perrin stated that the Glas- 
thule river over the bridge was flooded, and that he 
never saw it flooded before. I ask him now, as an old 
inhabitant and resident of that place, if he saw it fifty 
times flooded ? 

Mr. Perrin . — I only saw it once. 

2023. Mr. Kelly. — Well, I saw it fifty times flooded. 


Mr. John Reilly examined. 


2024. Mr. Lawless. — Do you wish to give any 
evidence ? — I am a Town Commissioner. I live upon 
the spot, and know all about this sewer. 

2025. What do you wish to state about the sewer ? 
— Mr. Pen-in contradicted me in saying there was a 
bridge built over that river. I say there is a bridge, 
and that it is a county bridge, built over the river he 
is alluding to ; and I say it was for the river, and not 
for the sewer at all it was built. I am aware it burst 
several times in that direction. I am aware it has had 
a great deal more coming into it for a long day than 
Mr. Perrin knows anything about. It has portion of 
the sewer from Crosthwaite-park, and the river from 
the railway, and the sewer from Adelaide-road on the 
bridge on the high road : — but this was a bridge built 
at the south of the river, which was in the habit of 
bursting sometimes in an hour’s time. There are two 
bridges. This one is in the rampart, and was taken 
by Mr. Samuels into his ground without the consent of 
the people. What I want to convey is that this sewer 
was built to take the liver water that came down there, 
and was for many a long day as pure as it could be 
anywhere. 

2026. Do you mean to say that the sewer that was 
built some years ago is the sewer Mr. Perrin alludes 
to ? — Yes. 

2027. Was that built for the purpose of taking 
away pure water? — The sea-weed on the strand used 
to make a stench, and it was built for the purpose at 
the time ; and it answered its purpose for a good while, 
but at the late storm it was blown to pieces. 

2028. In what year ? — This year. That storm blew 
away port of the railway. 

Mr. Perrin . — That is not what I am referring to at 
all : I said a year- ago. 

Witness . — There was no such tiling as a great flood 
a year ago. 

2029. Mr. Lawless. — Mr. Perrin was describing 
the state of the sewer a year ago. 

Witness . — The state of the sewer a year ago, or a 
little less, was this : — It leaked at the top, and the 
sewerage was never able to go back because it was so 
open — but it was done on purpose. 

2030. Was it originally built without a covering on 
the top, or had the covering become displaced? — At 
Mr. Samuels’ place it was built with a covering j but 
•it never was finished down towards the sea, and it 
■was not necessary I think. We are mending the 
.portion at Mr. Samuels’ at the present moment. The 
storm blew it up in January. But the water came 
•down through it very freely, unless there was a very 
extraordinary tide. There might have been a stench 


when the tide was out, but if there was it was very 
little. It was Mr. Samuels and myself concocted the 
idea of having the place built ; because there used to 
be bathing there, and we built the wall at last. 

2031. You say there was a bridge built there by 

the county. Was there ever a public road there? 

There was — I have seen it there ; and Mr. Samuels 
enclosed it in his grounds. 

2032. ' Enclosed the public road? — Enclosed the 
public road. It was built by the county. I have seen 
gentlemen force their way through Mr. Samuels’grounds 
in spite of him. In my opinion the sewer wants to be 
“ topped.” There is a contract already made for it. 

2033. Is . there any proposition to enlarge the out- 
fall of this sewer? — There is. We are making it two 
or three feet wider. We are arching the top of it. 

2034. Is there a tender actually accepted for it and 
are the drawings all prepared for it? — Yes. The real 
damage done was in last January. 

2035. Does that come under the head of any of 
what you call the Glasthule drainage ? — No ; under 
none of the contracts under this loan. 

2036. Mr. Exham. — If you pay for this damage 
out of the rate, you are in this dilemma — that all 
you show is surplus of £36. Even putting every 
single thing to the road rate yon can possibly do — the 
entire of Mr. Doyle’s salary, and everything that way 
— you have only £36 of margin to carry you on to 
next year. 

Witness. — We can charge ad libitum, for sewerage. 

2037. Mi-. Exham. — You have not calculated for it 
at all events. 

Witness. — We will do it next year. 

2038. Mr. Lawless. — Do you propose to do it 
without borrowing % — Yes. 

2039. Mr. Perrin. — Mr. Reilly has said it 'is in- 
tended to cover over that sewer. I would ask, is it 
intended to make good the side walls ? 

Witness. — They are good. 

Mr. Perrin. — I say they are not. 

Mr. Doyle. — Where it is necessary to repair the 
side walls it is provided for in the specification. 

2040. Mr. Perrin. — Are the side walls built what 
we call “ dry ” ? — They are not ; the. front of them 
for six inches in is of cement, the back of the wall is 
what you call “ loose rubble.” 

2041. Do you mean to say it is staunch ? 

2042. Mr. Lawless (to Mr. Doyle). — Is it part of 
your specification that the sewer is to be made 
staunch ? — Yes. 

The inquiry was then adjourned to the following 
morning. 


Mr. Doyle. 


April 13, 1877. 

Mr. Doyle re-examined. 


2043. Mr. Exham. — I think you told us the other 
day that this is the map tracing, a copy of which you 
gave to Mr. Robinson, the Local Government Board 
Inspector ? — Yes, to the best of my opinion it is. • 

2044. Does that map show the exact plan of the con- 
templated sewerage ? — Yes, by this map it is shown. 

2045. Does it showtheproposednew sewer? — It does. 

2046. Where and how?— -In red and blue lines, 
the blue lines for the pipes. 

2047. Is this sewer (pointing to a sewer op map), -in- 
dicated on the map intended to be a brick sewer ? — Yes. 


2048. All brick, the whole extent of the sewer 
biick, is that what you intend to convey, Mr. Doyle? 
— There is only 300 yards of the sewer intended to 
be laid between the points which I have shown you. 

2049. Mr. Lawless. — The maps furnished now to 
us and heretofore to the Local Government Board, 
show that the sewer was to he laid as far as, and up 
to Bullock. 

2050. Mr. Exham. — Show us on the plan one inch 
of pipe sewer that extends as far as that — Bullock ? — 
(No answer). 
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2051. Do you mean to say, Mr. Doyle — now this 
is very important, and please don’t misunderstand 

me as far as the sewers are made up to the present, 

are they constructed in strict conformity with the 
plan you laid before the Local Government Board 
Inspector ? — Yes, but I found it necessary to make 
some variations. 

2052. Why you said before that the work was not 
done according to the original plans, because you 
could not make them within the estimates? — With 
some slight variations the work was done in strict 
conformity with the plans shown to the Local Govern- 
ment Board Inspector, Mr. Robinson. 

2053. We have the plans and estimates here. Did 
you not say that the efficiency of the work would 
not be impaired by your variations 1—1 did say so, 
and I say now that the work can be done the way I 
intend in an equally efficient manner. 

2054. Then you "did depart from the plans?— Yes. 

2055. From the map before us? — Yes, but slightly. 

*>056. There is v no size of pipe put down on this 

map. What was the size you used?— Pipes 18-inch 
and 15-inch. I used them by increasing the fall. 

2057. You increased the fall. Show us on the plan 
where you provided for an increased fall ? 


it was intended only to sewer from Sandycove-road to Kinc stows. 
the head of Albert-road. April it, 1877. 

2078. I don’t see that is a reason, Mr. Doyle?— I Mr _ D 
calculated on 300 yards, and as a matter of fact I find 

now that was the distance done. 

2079. Mr. Exham. — You contemplated making, a 
brick sewer along a certain distance of the .district 
which was to be sewered. What provision did your 
plan make for the remainder, after you had got through 
your 300 yards?— (No answer.) 

2080. Show me your estimate from Sandycove- 
avenue to Breffni-road? (Estimate produced.) 

2081. How much did you expend on that — on the 
works between Sandycove-avenue and Breffni-road ? 

£450. , . 

2082. Mr. Lawless. — On looking at the estimate 
you have just handed in, I don’t find any estimate for 
this particular piece of work ? — The estimate represents 
the whole thing. 

2083. Yes, but you know you cannot tell us that 
300 yards, the part done, comprises or makes up the 
600 yards, the entire space to be done ? — Mr. Robinson, 
the Local Government Inspector, was quite satisfied 
with it. Anri there is this remarkable fact which I 
will mention, the sum expended on the Glastliule system 


/The plans were produced and the witness pointed only exceeded the estimated cost by a few P°"^ s , 

.ci the fX and the respects in which the plans had 2084. Did you furnish to Mr. Robinson the plans 
been altered). 

2058. Why did you alter the plans ? — I would not 


have altered them if I thought I was not right. 

2059. Why did you represent another kind of plan 
to the Local Government Board ? (No answer.) 

2060. Did you do so?— I have done so. 

2061. 'You did? — Of course I did. 

2062 . Did you not show the other plans as the plans 
which you intended to carry out— the original plans ? 
Yes, with whatever variations I thought proper. 

2063. Did you show them to any resident or rate- 
payer of Kingstown, as the plans which were going 
to be worked out ? — I did. 

2064. Did the Local Government Inspector or the 
Board know that the plans were altered? — That I 


which in fact you carried out the work? — No, not 
these plans. 

2085. Mr. Exiiam.— If I was asked the question, 1 
am satisfied what was expended on the part of the 
system you have named is what is shown on the esti- 
mate, but that is not the point ?— In the preparation 
of these plans providing for the work by an eighteen- 
inch or fifteen-inch pipe, I had the advice and assis- 
tance of Mr. Banks, of the Local Government Board, 
and he said there was no necessity whatever to make 
sections. 

2086. Did Mr. Banks, or any other human 
being tell you that after you got from the Local 
Government Board a Provisional Order, and founded 
on it an Act of Parliament, on the faith of, and to 
carry out a particular plan, you were to be at 


Cl °o0G^°Were the sections in connexion with those liberty to substitute a fifteen-inch or an eighteen-inch 
plans laid on the table here for over two months ?— pipe, instead of making a sewer tJ 


My impression this moment is they were. 

2066. Were they as a matter of fact? — Speaking at 
this tune I think they were— the plan was laid on the 
table, but I don’t think the sections were. 

2067. Will the fifteen or the eighteen-inch pipe be 
sufficient to provide for the discharge of the sewerage 
even with the fall so increased? — Yes, I think so. 

2068. Do you mean to say you hail to increase the 
fall 1 — As I understand you, Mr. Exham, I can’t say I 
had, because I gave no section at the time to the Local 
'Government Board Inspector. The plans and the sec- 
tions are very different things. When sections are 
not taken accurately, we have what wo call “ fly” levels. 

2069. Will you show me on the plan what outfall 
you put for this sixty-three feet of sewer ? This plan 
so far as I can see, does not provide for any outlet at 
all?— It does, I think, sir. 

2070. I beg your pardon, Mr. Doyle, it does non 
.ghow it to me in the plans— there is I see, an old 
sewer marked. 

2071. Witness. — That is not in our township. 

2072. Well then, there is no outfall shown on the 
plan. I don’t see it, in any case. 

2073. Mr. Lawless.— Nor I, nor I believe anyone. 

2074. Witness. — We only went in for doing what 
we had power to do. 

2075. Was it more or less expensive to put in a 
pipe through the length shown there (on the plan), or 
to make a sewer three feet by two ?— On that point I 
say the latter would be far more expensive. 

2076. For the 300 yards?— I only calculated on the 
brick sewer for 300 yards. 

2077 Mr. Lawless. — Why did yon not show the 
pipes on the plans? -Because at that particular time 


•er three feet by two, s 

shown on the plan?— No; but if we got £10,000 to 
lay out in drainage, the Town Commissioners could 
change the plans so as best to meet the requirements 
of the case. 

2087. Is that your view? Show me any power 
under the Act of Parliament to do such a thing ?— (No 
answer. ) 

2088. Did you get any orders from the Town Com- 

missioners to make these changes ? — I did not. I con- 
sidered the matter from a professional point of view, 
and I only thought of having the work done m a 
proper way. . . 

2089. Did you tell the Town Commissioners you 

’ •’ ’ " -No; I did not. 

lower level 


going to make these change 

2090. Did you put any pipes i 
than they are at Breffni-road ? — No ; I did not. 

2091. You say an eighteen or a fifteen-inch pipe is 
just as good as a three feet by two sewer provided you 
alter the fall?— Yes; generally. 

2092. Did you, Mr. Doyle, alter the fall — increase 
it I mean? — Yes. 

2093. How much?— I did not measure the falls 
accurately, but of course they would be regulated 
according to the work to be done. As a professional 
man I cannot answer off-hand. I cannot speak accu- 
rately without going over the ground. 

2094. Was it in order to compensate for the small- 
ness of the pipe-sewer, that you gave a greater fall?— 

2095. What fall did you give ? — I gave a great fall. 

2096. Did you prepare any sections? — I made no 
sections in this case. 

2097. Show me the working plans and sections you 
gave the men for the purpose of making the sewers of 
which we speak, or show us any working plans or 
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sections you showed to Mr. Robinson ? — I showed him 
the eighteen-inch pipe and the twelve-inch pipe. 

2098. Before you showed him those sizes, did you 
make any calculation to enable you to see at what cost 
the drainage could be effected by the three feet by two 
brick sewer level 1 — I have been doing a great deal of 
work for the Commissioners, and my plan for this 
work I laid before Mr. Forsyth, the Board of Public 
Works engineer in 1868. He examined it, and was 
satisfied with it in every respect. 

2099. Mr. Perrin. — May I suggest one question for 
you to ask Mr. Doyle. I will take one point, at 
Bullock Harbour where the water begins to discharge 
itself from the sewer there, and the question is, was the 
fall or the height you intended from the surface for 
the sewerthere as high as the present high outfall sewer? 
— The fall at the outfall there is about four feet. It is 
not more than four feet under the surface. 

2100. Mr. Exham. — Have you not something there 
to indicate what it is? — No. 

2101. Do you intend the level of your new sewer to 
meet the level of the old outlet? — I do. 

2,102. Then how can you lower your sewer? — Ex- 
cuse me, you don’t perfectly understand me. Cannot 
I make ventilators — cannot I increase the excavation? 

2103. We have asked you to tell us to what extent yon 
have done that ? — I don’t know that. I cannot answer 
that question, because I don’t know the extent exactly. 
If you allow me to look over the plans I will be able 
to tell you all about it. 

2104. Cannot you tell us the fall approximately ? — 
In every 375 feet there is a foot in the rise, or half a 
foot. 

2105. A foot or half afoot. Can you not go nearer 
than that — you know there is a great difference in six 
inches of a fall in 375 feet? — You ask me these profes- 
sional questions, and I want to answer you profes- 
sionally. 

2106. What I asked you was not a professional 
question — it was a matter of fact, namely, the difference 
of level between the sewers as originally planned and 
intended by you, and the substituted one. Is the pre- 
sent pipe on the old level, that is, on the level of the 
old sewer ? — Yes. 

2107. Have you not lowered it then ? — No, I have 
not. 

2108. Then you put yourself in this dilemma. — 
you say an eighteen or a fifteen-inch pipe is as good as 
the three feet by two brick sewer, provided you altered 
the level in order to give it a better fall ; you say you 
have not altered the level ; therefore your conclusion 
as to the efficiency of the substituted sewer will not 
hold good on your own statement. Explain this if you 
can ? — (No answer.) 

2109. Please point us out on the plan where the 
outfall is marked at Bullock Harbour ? (The witness 
pointed out the outfall.) 

2110. Do you mean to say that in constructing that 
sewer as you have done, by means of an eighteen or a 
fifteen-inch pipe, there is anything like as good a 
means of sewerage provided for the people of Kings- 
town, who expect their town to be properly drained, 
as there would be by the three feet by two feet sewer? 
— The circumstances of the case have been altered. 

2111. Mr. Perrin. — I deny that. 

2112. Mr. Exham. — On that plan of yours (now 
produced), you have not put the size of any of the 
sewers or pipes. Is there any mention in any of your 
plans or estimates of this 300 yards? — I think S o. 

2113. You think so, but was therein fact ? — I think so. 

2114. Then show it 9 — We got £2,000 to lay out on 
sewerage, and we did so. 

2115. Yes, precisely so. You got a certain sum of 
money to do a certain kind of work, but so far as we 
.see, you did not do most material parts of it,. but did 
.other work. 

2116. Mr. Lawless. — Do you mean to say that the 
prescribed system of sewerage was omitted from the 
estimate, or a certain portion of it? — I put in the 300 
yards with, the intention of having it sewered. 


2117. But the 300 yards does not describe COO 
yards ; 300 yards is not mentioned in the estimate at 
all. Is that what you mean to say ? — Y es. 

2118. How then, Mr. Doyle, would the proposed 
system of drainage be perfect ? — If it was not altogether 
perfect, ray aim was to render it healthy. 

2119. And was it healthy? — Yes, so far as it went. 

2120. Would you have us believe that there was 
intentionally omitted from that plan a portion of the 
proposed work of drainage? — We only went in to 
borrow £10,000, and that was what we contemplated 
at the time. 

2121. Mr. Exham. — W as not the brick sewer shown 
in the estimates furnished ? — Yes. 

2122. Did you give the full particulars, and show 
the points at which the pipes were all to be laid down? 
— Yes. 

2123. Wiry did you put in a pipe instead of a sewer 
afterwards ? — Because I thought it was best. 

2124. Did you doit? — Yes, it is perfectly true. 

2125. Suppose an Act of Parliament passed, giving 
power to make a railway, do you think, as an engineer 
you would have a right to go one inch outside the 

limit of deviation given by the Act of Parliament ? 

Well no, except in case of an authorized agreement. 

2126. We asked you if you got any authority from 
the Town Commissioners, and you say you got no 
authority ? — I gave that evidence. 

2127. Mr. Lawless. — W as the plan sent to the 
Local Government Board, as prepared by you? — Yes. 

2128. From what? — Prepared from the plans that 
were lying on the table. 

2129. Plans with levels? — We had no plans with 
the levels marked on them. 

2130. Mr. Exham. — I understood you to say that 
the books, with the contract plans, were lying on the 
table ? — Yes. 

2131. Did you submit the plans to the Commis- 
sioners before you commenced to work them out ? — I 
did. 

2132. Did you tell them that you were going to 
change them when you came practically to apply them ? 
— No. 

2133. Mr. Miles Kelly. — The Commissioners ima 
gined all along that the work carried out was carried 
out according to the plans laid before Mr. Robinson, 
and we knew nothing, nor heard nothing of alterations 
made in the plans by Mr. Doyle, or anyone else 

2134. Mr. Exham. — S o far as we see at present there 
appears to be no evidence to contradict your statement. 

2135. Mr. William Samuels, a ratepayer, residing 
in Glasthule-road, informed the Commission that he had 
paid 3s. 6 d. a foot for a pipe leading to his house from 
the main sewer, and as he considered that price too 
high, he wished to know the contract price. 

2136. Mr. Lawless. — W ho was the contractor ? — A 
Mr. Dickson. 

2137. Mr. MKvoy. — There were tenders here from 
Mr. Doherty and others to do such work at Is. 6 d., 
and one at Is. 2d. a foot. 

2138. Mr. ExhaiI. — S o I see. The Act of Parlia- 
ment in such a case calls upon you, Mr. Samuels, to 
do the work, and failing to do it the Town Commis- 
sioners can do it at your expense, charging what is fair 
and proper. 

2139. Mr. Samuels. — I paid it, of course, only I 
considered the price too great 

2140. Mr. Perrin. — Was it done per schedule? 

2141. Mr. Exham. — I see it was, and it was an 
unfortunate thing for Mi*. Samuels to have to pay so 
much, when he could have got it done for Is. Gd. or 
Is. 2d. 

2142. Mr. Sexton, contractor. — The work could not 
be done for any such money. Mr. Doherty’s contract 
is misunderstood. 

Mr. Redly. — It is a trick of the trade. 

2143. Mr. Exham. — W e will see that just now. 
Mr. Doyle, do you know Mulgrave-avenue V— Yes. 

2144. Is there sewerage work doing now there? — • 
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Yes, there was some done there in 1868, and there is 
some doing there now. 

2145. Sewers? — Yes. 

2146. Pipes 1 — No, there are no pipes there, it is a 
brick sewer. We do not lay pipes on concrete, unless 
the bottom is not exactly safe. 

2147. I thought the specification requires the con- 
trary? — No, it does not. 

2148. Mr. Samuels asked to be allowed to state as 


a matter of justice to himself, that a statement made Kikgstowk. 
by Mr. John Reilly, Town Commissioner, on the pre- April a , iS77. 
vious day, to the effect that his (Mr. Samuels’) late Mr D or i 0 . 
father had appropriated a certain road, which was 
public property, was wholly untrue. 

2149. Mr. Reilly said he persisted in his statement. 

2150. Mr. Lawless. — The matter arose incidentally , 
but we have not anything to say to it. 


Dr. Jeremiah O’Flaherty examined. 


2151. Mr. Lawless.— Are you one of the sanitary 
officers of this town, doctor? — Yes, since the Act came 
into operation. 

2152. You know Kingstown well ?— Yes, I knew 
the town for many years prior to the passing of the 
Sanitary Act. 

2153. Have you lived here for a considerable time ? 
— Yes, since the year 1855. 

2154. What is the sanitary condition of the houses 
of the poorer classes in Kingstown? — The sanitary 
accommodation is defective by reason of the structures. 

2155. Do you mean to say that the structures or 
houses are not sufficiently large to afford the accom- 
modation required ? — Yes, because the accommodation 
for the poor consists generally of cabins and ground 
floors, and when the weather is bad the ground floors 
.•are mud floors. 

2156. Are these old or recently constructed houses 
that you speak of ?— I think they are old — yes, old. 

I believe I know all the old houses in the town. 

2157. Do you receive reports from the sub-sanitary 
officer 1 — Yes ; he reports to me. on the improper con- 
dition of dwellings. 

2158. Is it Mr. Duffy or Mr. Craig who reports to 
you? — Mr. Duffy, as the sub-sanitary officer, reports to 
me, and then I in turn report the matter to the Com- 
missioners. 

2159. Are you satisfied of the vigilance and activity 
of Duffy? — Yes. I believe he is a very efficient and 
attentive man. 

2160. He reports to you, I think, you said ? — Yes. 

2161. Has he had occasion to report the same places 
more than once ? I want to see the effect of his re- 
ports? — Well, yes ; I have got reports nearly every 
three months of the same premises. When there is 
a filthy ashpit or a filthy privy in a place, on the 
report of the sub-sanitary officer it is cleaned out. In 
a little while the same condition of things exists again, 
and then he reports to me again, and so on. 

2162. Have you got reports from Mr. Duffy on 
the want of suitable accommodation, and has that 
been supplied ? — Not in every case. 

2163. In any case? — Oh, yes. 

2164. After the first report? — Often not until after 
frequent reports. 

2165. You see the distinction, because the plac- 


after being supplied with accommodation, 
out, as the case might be, might get into the same 
state again from the dirty habits of the people ? — 
Yes, that often happens. 

2166. Do you attend the sanitary committee when 
your reports are brought before them? — No ; attend- 

• ance in the way you describe does not come within my 
duties. Tire consulting sanitary officer attends. 

2167. Who is he?— Dr. Colgan. 

21 6S: Do you find your reports acted upon promptly 
and satisfactorily by the Commissioners? — Well, to 
know that does not come exactly in my way, because I 
don’t see whether they me or not. 

2169. Are the houses of the poor people here suffi- 
ciently looked after with regard to cleanliness ? — No, 
I don’t think they are. I think the dwellings of the 
poor very defective. Many of them are without yards, 
and have merely mud floors, so that in wet weather 
the floors are turned into a state of mud, and perhaps 
two or three pigs, a goat, and a donkey are kept. 

2170. In the houses? — No, not in the houses, but in 
the yards. 


2171. In those cases in which pigs or other animals 
are kept are they kept close to the dwellings ?— Yes ; 
they are immediately outside the back-door. 

2172. Is that so close as to be injurious to health ? — 
Yes, I think so. 

2173. When a state of things like that exists, is it 
looked after by the sanitary officers Sufficiently ? — Yes ; 
so far as I can see, I think they look after it. 

2174. Mr. Exham. — Why don’t they get rid of the 
animals altogether, at least why don’t they remove 
th ATn from dangerous proximity to the dwellings of 
the people ? — That is not for me to say. 

2175. Is the proximity dangerous? — That is my 
opinion. 

2176. From your knowledge of the place at present, 
does this represent the state of certain portions of 
Kingstown? I read from a little book entitled 
“ 'A Statistical Inquiry into the Sanitary Condition of 
Kingstown, by the late Charles Holiday, Esq., m.r.i.a. ; 
edited and illustrated with some preliminary obser- 
vations on the connexion between the sanitary defects 
of Kingstown and the recent epidemic of cholera, by 
Dr. Thomas More Madden.” It was written in 1866 
or 1867, and this is one passage : — 

“In the majority of the houses, courts, and lanes inhabitated by 
the poor of Kingstown, sewerage is utterly neglected, public decency 
is outraged, and the public health injured by the deficiency of latrines 
and sewers, bv the accumulation of filth in the houses and their 
vicinity, and by the pestilential effluvia thus generated.’’ 

Is that true, Dr. O’Flaherty ?— rYes'; I believe it was 
quite true at the time that report was made, hut it is 
not so now. 

2177. Is it not true in any respect now? If not, tell 
us what has been done since ? — All the places to which 
that report refers are nowpro videdwith proper drainage. 

2178. Efficient drainage? — They are provided with 
surface drainage. 

2179. All the places referred to?— The majority of 
them. 

2180.. Are the majority of these places provided with 
proper latrines or privies ? — They are ; and the better 
parts of the town have been sewered since the publi- 
cation of Mr. Holiday’s report. 

2181. Will the poor people get the benefit of the 
sewerage ? — Well, not as much as persons residing in the 
better parts of the town and in the outlying districts. 

2182. Do you know Mulgrave-street? — Yes. 

2183. How are the people in Mulgrave-street off for 
sewerage? — Not well, I think ; because not much has 
lippn dorp, in the wav of sewerage there, but, I believe. 


been done in the way of sewerage there, but, I believe, 
there is a main sewer there. 

2184. Have connecting drains been made there 1 — 
My belief is they have not. 

2185. No connecting sewer from the houses to the 

main sewer ? — I think not. ' 

2186. Then what use is the main sewer to the poor 
people in Mulgrave-street ? — Not. much. 

2187. Do you ever remember having said, Dr. 
O’Flaherty, that nothingin the way of keeping thehonses 
of the poor in anything like a good sanitary condition 
could be done until the houses were connected with the 
main sewers by intercepting sewers ? — I have said so. 

2188. Hns it been done ? — It has not been done. 

2189. Would it be a proper thing to do ? — Most 

certainly. . . 

2190. I see Mr. Haliday calls attention to the high 
death-rate which you had here during the last cholera 
epidemic. It was, he says, more than double that of 
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Dublin, in proportion to the population. Is that a 
fact 1 ? — I don’t know exactly. 

2191. Do you recollect it 1 ? — Oh, yes; and the cholera 
was certainly very virulent at the time. 

2192. What- was the death-rate 1 — I don’t know. 

2193. Mr. Lawless. — Were the deaths from cholera 
more numerous at the time in Kingstown than in Dub- 
lin, considering the populations ? — I don’t know, but 
it was high with us. 

2194. Mr. Exham. — Do you attribute the high 
death-rate at the time to the defective sewerage and 
the dirty state of the houses of the poorer classes ? — 
No, I do not, sir ; because the cholera was quite as had 
in the better parts of Kingstown, where there was 
every sanitary appliance. 

2195. Were the better parts sewered then? — Whe- 
ther they were perfectly sewered or not I don’t know, 
but I know that they were partially sewered. 

2196. (Suggested by Mr. Barrett, chairman of Town 
Commissioners). — Do you think that cholera is propa- 
gated by cesspools, bad sewerage, and such like 1 — I 
do not think any disease is engendered by filth. It is 
nursed by it, but not engendered originally by it. ' 

2197. Is the general condition of the poorer parts 
of the town better now than when it was described by 
Mr. Halliday in this report 1 — I think it is ; and the 
introduction of the Vartry water has made a great im- 
provement in the condition of |the poorer residents of 
Kingstown. Before its introduction the poor people 
were obliged to use great economy in then- use of 
water. They had to make a bucket of water do a 
great deal, and they had to have it delivered to them 
at their doors by means of a donkey. Now, they 
have good water in abundance — I may say in their very 
doors. 

2198. Do you think the Town Commissioners make 
sufficient use of the supply of Yarfcry water ? — Well, 
yes, I think they supply it very liberally, and in the 
town it is always running from fountains. The want 
of a proper connexion with the main sewers is perhaps 
the greatest sanitary want in Kingstown. 

2199. Is that your opinion ? — It is, sir. 

2200. Is it a want so urgent that it should be at 
once supplied ? — It is, sir. 

2201. Would the existence of that want account for 
the high death-rate.? — I would not say that. 

2202. Do you say the system of sewerage earned 
out in the better parts of the town is no benefit to the 
poorer residents ? — Yes, I say so. 

2203. Here is another passage. Tell me what you 
think about it. (Reading from same book) : — 

“ Here they have a comparatively small town, a town which may 
be walked over from one end to another within an hour, a fashionable 
watering place, the summer resort of invalids seeking health, and 
the permanent residence of some of the wealthy citizens of Dublin, 
and yet in connexion with the principal streets, and almost in 
the very centre of the town, we find upwards of 100 courts and 
lanes in a most abominable state of filth and neglect, mostly un- 
paved, without sewers or drains, without privies or ashpits, without 
any water supply, without even a pump, and without gas lamps or 
other lights ; they ore at night involved in darkness, and become 
the receptacle of fllth of all kinds ; and yet as they contain nearly 
800 houses or cottages, inhabited by 4,000 or 5,000 human beings, 
they are the dwellings of about one-third of the entire population 
of Kingstown." 

Is that true, Dr. O’Flaherty ? — It was, I believe, at 
the time. 

2204. Is it still true? — I don’t think it is. At 
that time the majority of the houses inhabited by the 
lower orders were lodging-houses or poor cabins, with 
a few feet of frontage, and there were no sewage drains 
provided for these dwellings. The consequence was 
that the people had to dispose of their accumulations 
in the most convenient, if not in the best manner. 

2205. Do you know a place called M'Cormick’s- 
court? — Yes. 

2206. Hear what Mr. Haliday says about it. (Read- 
ing from same book) : — 

“M'Cormick’s-court, with what is appropriately termed ‘Pig- 
bank,’ containing twenty-four houses and cottages, with earthen 
floors, generally below the level of the court, which is unpaved and 
undrained, and in a most filthy state; there is no light at night, no 


supply, uu puiup, uu newer m uiis court, the twenty-four- 
cottages have not any yards attached to them, they have one ash 
pit common to all, and one place called a privy for the hundred- 
men, women and children living within this enclosure.’’ 


Does that state of things still exist? — I think not. 

2207. Mr. Lawless. — Is the place still inhabited? 

2208. Mr. Miles Kelly (Commissioner). — The place- 
has been thrown down. 

2209. Witness. — There is still a place called “Pig 
Bank,” but it is made up of cottage dwellings, and 
houses with up-stairs. 

2210. Mr. Exham. — Do you know a place called 
(Jough’s-court ? — Y es, the site of it. The houses which 
were there have been pulled down. 

2211. What about Baymount-court which is de- 
scribed here (iu same hook) as a wretched, filthy place? 
— -Pulled down also, at least the greater part of it. 

2212. Is it as bad as it was ten years ago. Mr. 
Haliday says as to the cottages in it : — 

“ There is no rere whatsoever, nor have they the slighest provision, 
for preserving decency and cleanliness." 

I believe the sewerage there to he very defective. 

2213. Mr. Doyle. — We are making sewers there, 
and there are traps outside to carry matter away. 

2214. Hear this again from Mr. Haliday’s book: — 

“ Baymount-court, having one large house, No. 19, in front to the 
street, and behind it twenty smaller houses or cottages, with earthen 
floors, necessarily damp, as being mostly below the level of the- 
court which is unpaved and undrained, and flooded during heavy- 
rain. To these cottages there is no rere whatever, nor have they 
the slightest provision for preserving decency and cleanliness. They 
have no privies, no ashpits, no receptacle whatever for filth, which 
is accumulated within doors until nightfall, and as I am told, creates 
an intolerable stench. There are no gas lamps or other lights in 
this court. It has no water supply, no pump, no sewer, and yet it 
is ttie dwelling-place of upwards of 100 human beings, paying 
from 1 j. 6 d. to 2s. 6 d. per week for single rooms, twelve to fourteen 
feet square, in which whole families— men, women and children— eat, 
drink, and sleep. Adjoining Baymount-avenuo is Gough’s-court, 
having in front to Cuinberland-strcet, the houses Nos. 22 and 23, 
and behind them twenty-one smaller cottages or houses of the 
same kind, and iu the same state as those in Baymount-conrt. They 
have no privies, but they have two ashpits common to all, into 
which much of the filth is cast, rendering them a sickening nuisance. 
There is no sewer, no drain, pavement or flagging, no water supply, 
no pump, no gas or other light at night in this court, which likewise 
contains upwards of 100 inhabitants." 

Are matters as bacl there now ? — No, certainly not.. 

2215. Mr. Doyle. — There is a sewer there and privy 
accommodation. 

2216. Mr. Exham. — How many privies are there 
for the twenty-one houses ? — I think there is one. 

2217. One, Mr. Doyle? — Yes. 

2218. Can you say, Mr. Doyle, what is the length 
of Baymount-court ?—Yes, about 122 feet. "We have 
put there a twelve-inch pipe, and we can clean out the 
privy accommodation by turning the water into it. 

2219. Dr. O' Flaherty. — There are two rows of 
cottages there, single dwellings with no back door, 
and with scarcely a window in them. 

2220. How many human beings live there? — 
Perhaps five or six in every house. 

2221. Do you know Cod’s-court ? — Yes ; it opens 
into George’s-street. 

2222. Listen to what Mr. Haliday writes about 
it : — 

“To these specimens of the disgusting, filthy, and neglected- 
state in which you will find a large portion of your township and 
its inhabitants, I will here only add one more from the lpng list 
which shall be appended to this letter, and I select this case because 
it is one of a dwelling-place in the middle of the principal street in 
the town, in the same street with your town hall, and being close 
to the residences of some members of your Board, and it is one 
which can be inspected at any moment without trouble. The case 
is that of Cod’s-court, opening into George's-street, and open to 
the view of every person passing through that street. This court, 
which is not quite eight feet wide, contains five houses and three 
cottages, without any rere whatever. It is without pavement or 
flagging, without sewer or drain, without water or gas, without 
privy or ashpit, and like some of the other dwelling-places of the 
labouring classes ia Kingstown, it is without a receptacle for filth 
or offal, except the centre of the court, into which all is cast after 
nightfall, having been retained within doors during the day, 
tainting the atmosphere of those wretched apartmentsin which, ns in 
almost all other cases, whole families eat, drink, and sleep. Nor is it 
easy to prevent this filth from accumulating, the court being so 
narrow that scavengers can only use a handcart in their efforts to 
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IliMWlwliil— it be likely tote attended with serioos consequences 1 

add that after a delay of many years, he says he la now about to — Most probably. „ , P L 

build a privy and ashpit for the three cottages; but the five 2 236. Are any of those places you speak of the Dr Jeremiah 
houses and their unfortunate inmates are to remain in their present 0 £ Town Commissioners 1 — I don’t know. O'Flalierly. 

I hope not. . _ „ , TT 

2237. (Suggested by Mr. Miles kelly). — Have 
you ever reported to the Commissioners that any 
places should be pulled down 1 ! — No, I did not. 

2238. Mr. Exham.— What Dr. O’Flaherty says 
, that the sub-sanitary officer must report to him in 


condition.” 

What has been done in Cod’s-court since ! — I think 
that court is now sewered, lighted, and watered. 

2223. What about the houses! — The houses are 
not in a good state. 

2224. Are there as many people living there now 
as then ! — I don’t know. 

2225. Mr. Doyle . — All the houses there are 


the first instance. . 

2239. Mr. Miles Kelly .— Before the Act came into 


tip-top order. Within the past few years they have foroe at we ^ a far better arrangement. 


been both sewered, watered, and lighted, and have 
now perfect accommodation. 

2226. Mr. Exham. — Have they privies! — They 
have one privy. 

2227. I find in Mr. Holidays pamphlet : — 

“ Albert-court, having twenty-four cottages, with one ashpit and 
one privy in common and adjoining it.” 


2240. Mr. M‘Evoy . — I think you are right in that. 
I think we had less circumlocution. 

2241. Mr. Lawless. — I infer from Dr. O’Flaherty, 
that very little work has been done here within the 
last few years. 

2242. Mr. Kelly .— I don’t think he gave such 

evidence. . , 

2243. Mr. Exham. — H e says there are places in the 


Do you know that place! — Yes ; Albert-court **> « — - — - V„ w+11+; <~> V c 

i ar2e area in which the dwellings are built around town, actually unfit for human habitation, for be say 
•v'ainst the walls. They have no back-doors, nothing there are courts which ought to be swept off the face 
buTafront before them into which they throw every- of the earth. He cannot recommend that places 
thin". These houses are better than the average should be pulled down except the sub-sanitary officei 
houses of the poor, because they have wooden floors, reports to him. . . ___ 

and tUee or four ’of them have two stories, and the 2244. Mr. Lawless.-TIio Town Commission^ 


rest of them only one. 

2228. What is their present condition 1 
Mr. Miles Kelly. — They are good residences. 
Another residence place of the poor, which is in 
good condition is Pim’s-court. 


have the necessary powers vested m them by the 
Act to prevent such places being inhabited. 

2245. Mr. Barrett (Chairman). — Under the Act 
the Town Commissioners have taken down a large 
number of houses. I think Dr. O’Flaherty will 


’ 9090 T)r O' Flahertv. — Yes. I believe there is agree -with me in that. 

sufficient cubic measurement in all the houses there 2246. Mr. ^e%.— Before you own 01 

(PtaWrt), I know. The roofs sr. water-tight, tat Jta «£« to f there we, 

n ° 223 ffiMr. M‘ Evoy . — So much the better. any notice taken of this letter of Mr. Holiday s by 

2231 Were these improvements made by the the Town Commissioners 1 

- • • - - -li- - 1 — ji — M r. Kelly . — I never heard of it before. 


Town Commissioners !— No ; by the landlords. 

2232. Is it your opinion, Doctor, that there is 
still a great deal that has not been done 1 — There is 
still a great deal that has not been done, but a 
great deal has been done. 

2233. Mr. Reilly . — A great deal has been set in 
motion by the Town Commissioners. 

2234. Witness . — I could show the Commission, 
if you walk outside, courts that ought to be swept 
off the face of the earth. 


2248. Mr. M*Kvoy.— Mr. Haliday’s evidence had a 
great influence on the Parliamentary Committee of 
1869, and General Hannyiugton appears to have also 
taken a great interest in the matter. 

2249. The Town Clerk . — In 1 869 I heard of thisletter. 

2250. Mr. Pallas, c.e.— We had it in 1867, when I 
was engineer to the Board. 

225 1 . Mr. Exham. — Yes, I think Mr. Pallas referred 


2235. If an epidemic broke out here now, would 1867. 


to it in his report furnished to the- Commissioners i: 


Mr. John Russell, c.e., examined. Mr. John 

'2252 Mr. Exham.-Ou what subject do you wish to 2253. Is it not provided for in rtlie new system !— Russell, cm 
"ive evidence!— I wish to call your attention to the No, the place I refer to is m the Glastliule u ai d- 
defective sewerage on Glenageary-road. The sewer was 2254. Does the place you speak of «qu£f_ a P 10 P e 

an old stone one, and was utterly inadequate. sewerage as much a 


s Crosthwaite-paik ! — Yes. 


Mr. Dominick Francis Burke examined. h 

2255. Mr. F.vgni — What evidence do you wish to was mine originally. We receive but a very small 1 
1 -With the permission of the Commissioners, as head-rent for it. 
ftaiyerXwiXtospmkwia, reference to one or 3260. MM— X aid not know it wee yonr property 

two taints’ There are raws of cottages in Patrick- at all, Mr. Barrett. , , , , , . 

Set KSgstown, and Tiyoli-terr.ee, Bret, where a 2261. Mr. E.-HAK—It world be the best mesns of 

number of^ig-stys, and several privies are in a dis- securing the rent to keep the jnemises m piopei oidei. 
graceful condition, and ashpits worse. In consequence Is that in Mr. Craig s or Mr. Dufly s diatnet! 

of this state of things I came down and made a com- 2262. Sub-sanitary officer Duffy. In mine. I say 

lafot S there is no filthy privy there. There are pigs there to 

9956 To whom did you complain!— I wrote my be sure, but there is a sewer in it. 
complaint in T book in the outside office here. 2263. Mr. Exham -Mr. Burke, are the pig-stys 

™257. In what book 1 — A book in the outside office. near any mam sewer !— There is 


Thar it to be understood I do not complain of poor sty, but. it is no good. I told the people that six 
men°keepin" pigs— I wish every poor man had two pennyworth of chloride of lime would abate the smell, 

mas What I complain of is the manner in which they but they would not get it. 

are kept. The nuisance continued all the last summer. 2264. Mr. Lawless.— When did you make the 

2258 Does it continue still!— The pigs are there complaint you told us about ! — Last summei. 

still -thevaro there Zv. Considering the rain floods 2265. I see from a book put m my hand that there, 
that we have had, we cannot smell them as bad now as was a complaint cf the 9th of August in leference to 
we used a ^ ouse “ Tivoli-terrace — 

2259 Mr Barrett (Chairman). — The property of “ Smells arising from privies and pig-stys in the rerc, and also 

which Mr. Burke speaks belonged to my family. It in the upper end of Patrick-street.” 


Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



78 LOCAL GOVERNMENT AND TAXATION INQUIRY COMMISSION (IRELAND). 


Kingstown. 
JpHl 13, 1877. 

Mr. Dominick 
Francis Burke. 


I find also this entry — 

“X beg to state that on Mr. Burke complaining at tin's office, X 
had notice served on the parties complained of, and the nuisance has 
been since abated. 

“Wit. Craig, Sub-sanitary Officer.’ 


2266. At the time you repeated the complaint was 
the nuisance as bad as when you first made it % — Yes ; 
and it continued to the end of the summer. 

2267. I find that another complaint was made on 
the 11th July, prior to the August complaint ? — Yes. 

• 2268. I do not find that any notice whatever was 
taken of this complaint, because I find other and simi- 
lar complaints after that 1 — No. They made a new 
sewer down Tivoli-terrace, East, at a place called 
Cross-avenue, where there are a lot of cabins all re- 
quiring connecting sewers. I remarked during the 
work that the men were blasting enormous stones out 
of a quarry close by, and putting those stones just as • 
they were into the sewer over the glazed tile pipes. 
I said at the time to one of the men, “ This is veiy 

bad work,” and the reply I got was, “ I wish by G 

there were more of them to put down ; it would give 
us more work j” and what is more, this kind of thing 
continued for some time. 

2269. Mr. Exham. — Were those stones thrown 
down on the pipe sewers ? — Yes ; they put down tons 
weight of granite on the glazed pipe. 

2270. Was there any clay intervening? — I cannot 
say that. I am ready to swear to what I stated, and 
I spoke of those enormous stones being nothing but 
obstructions. 

2271. (To Mr. Doyle). — You ‘should attend to this. 
Mr. Burke says that he saw the contractor’s men, 


when making the sewer at Cross-avenue, put enormous 
blocks of granite down over the pipe sewer, and that 
when he complained to them, they said they were sorry 
they had not more granite 'blocks to put down as it 
would give them more work. What do you say to that 
Mr. Doyle ? — I never saw that kind of work goino- 0 n’ 
The inspector, Mr. Milliken, will be able to tell you 
all about it. J 

2272. I thought the excavated material should be 
carefully filled in around the pipe. Surely you cannot 
say that putting down blocks of granite as described 
was a compliance with the specification ? (No answer . ) 

2273. Mr. Barrett (Chairman). — I did not see 
blocks as large as you describe, Mi-. Burke. 

227 4. Witness. — I saw them. They were originally 

of enormous size. ° J 

2275. Mr. Bwrrelt. — They should not have been put 

down. • * 

2276. Mr. Exham. — If not, how and why did they 
come there, that is the point? Why were they brought 
from the quarry ? 

Mr. Doyle. — I cannot say that. 

22T7. Mr. Lawless. — What excuse can you give 
for this, Mr. Doyle ? — I am able to say it was not done. 

2278. Why?— -Because I did not see it. 

2279. Mr. Exham. — Mr. Burke says he saw it, 

and that it was going on for a long time. • ’ 

2280. Mr. Doyle. — He may have been inside the 
ground and seen the stores, and not outside of it. 

2281. Witness. — Mr. Burke, why the blocks were 
regular rocks, and they were put down into the sewer 
over the glazed pipe, i saw it done. I think Mr. Bar- 
rett mayremember thatl remarked it to himat the time. 


Mr. John 


Mr. Doyle. 


Mr. John M'Evoy examined. 


2282. Mr. Lawless. — You want to examine Mr. 
Pallas with reference to the plans upon which the 
loan of £10,00.0 was obtained?— -Yes. 

2283. What do you want to prove? — I wish to 
show that these plans were badly prepared, in fact that 
the drainage of the township was not carried out as 
everyone understood it was to be, and that the plans 
were altered after the loan was sanctioned without 
notice to anybody, and that the work was not done 
according to contract or in a i>roper manner. I will 
either give evidence myself, or I offer Mr. Pallas. 

2284. Were you a member of the Board at the tim e 
these plans were brought in? — No, the plans were 
brought in 1874. I was not on the Board that year. 

2285. When did you come back to the Board ? — 

On the 1st January, 1875. • 

2286. How long were you off it ? — One year — 1874. 

2287. Was not the Provisional Order obtained in 
April, 1875?— The inquiry was held in October, 1874, 
but the Act was not passed until 1875. I intend to give 
evidence myself on a few matters. Mr. Pallas will give 
engineering evidence of importance. I intend to show 
that thedistrict I represent has been entirely neglected. 

2288. Where do you represent? — Monkstown ward, 
where as yet, although in the possession of the £8,000, 
they have not as much as asked for or invited tenders. 

2289. Mr. Doyle. — Cumberland-street, and other 
places in the ward, including Baymount, have received 
the benefit of the scheme. We intend to go before 
the Local Government Board to ask for leave to "o 
on with the works. 

2290. Mr. LAWLESS.-^He says that he will, or the 
Commissioners will have to go before the Local 
Government Board before they can go on with the 
work.. Do you not, Mr. Doyle, mean or propose to go 
on with the work until you go before the Local 
Government Board ? 

Mr. Doyle. — I do not know what my Board will do. 

2291. Mr. Exham. — Is there a minute of the Board 
stating that the works will be suspended in the event 
you speak of? — The work referred to is part and 
parcel of the contemplated scheme. 

2292. Have you submitted any report to the Board 
on the subject of this suspension of the works ?— No. 


2293. Is it only your own idea then ? — Yes. 

2294. Have you received any directions on the 
subject ? — None. 

2295. Or given any?— No. 

2296. Have you had any directions whatever given 
you in reference to the Monkstown-crescent work ? — 
No directions, sir. 

2297. Did you at the time think it was necessary 
for the health and comfort of that locality that a 
sewer should be made ? — Well, yes. 

2298. Did you think so in April, 1874? — We only 
commenced our sewer works last June, .and in conse- 
quence of difficulties arising between myself and the 
committee, they have stopped the works. 

2299. Is there a resolution of the committee stop- 
ping the works ? — Not stopping. 

2300. I cannot understand you. Did you stop the 
work on your own responsibility? — No. 

2301., Who then gave you the orders to suspend 
the sewerage work in Monkstown ? 

The Town Clerk. — When more pressing works are 
completed, this will be one of the first sewers taken 
in hands. 

2302. But what authority was there for stopping it 
at all — was there a resolution ? — There was not, sir. 

Mr. M'Evoy. — The Board obtained a considerable 
loan to do the work, and the ratepayers are paying for 
it. 

The Town Cleric. — Monkstown ward is getting 
quite its proportion of the works carried out. 

2303. Mr. M'Evoy. — Glasthule is getting the whole 

of it. • v ■ • 

2304. The Town Clerk. — I am sure ; and I may so 
inform the Commission that the sum of £8,000, which 
has been borrowed, will be equally divided over the 
wants of the entire township. One locality will not 
be favoured over another. 

• 2305. Mr. Reilly. — There is an objection to doing 
too much work at a time, for the sake of the rates. 

2306. Mr. Exham. — Yes ; ■ but the peculiar thing 
about this Monkstown Ward work is, that Mr. 
M'Evoy, as I understand him, says Mi-. Doyle told 
him it was not intended to do it at all. 

2307. Mr. Lawless. — W e will now hear Mr. Pallas. 
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Mr. Andrew Pallas, c.e. examined. 

2308. Mr. Exham.— What is your profession, Mr. No, I believe it has been remedied since. It was in a 
Pallas'?— I am a Bachelor of Arts of Trinity College, very bad state then. 

an engineer of several years’ standing, a member of the 2328. When again did you turn your attention to 
institute of Civil Engineers of Ireland, and entitled to the sewerage of tins distinct?— In the year 18 <3. I 
be a member of the institute of England. I have been attended an inquiry here on the subject, which was 
engaged in hydraulic works nearly all my life. held by the direction of the Local Government Board. 

2309. Were you ever in the employment of the 2329. Have you seen the works themselves as they 

Kingstown Town Commissioners?— Yes, in April, are being executed ? — I have seen a certain portion of 
1867 first. them. I have seen portions of the work at Glena- 

2310 Did you furnish the Commissioners with any geary-road, Breffni-terrace, and Mulgrave-terrace. 
plan or report with reference to the drainage of the 2330. Inyour opnimu the 


township ? — I furnished a preliminary report, and I 
then turned my attention to a plan for the drainage of 
the township. 

2311. When you came here, were you directed to 
examine the sewerage of the township? — Yes ; and I 
prepared a plan with levels suitable to all-sized houses 
in the township, and specifications with proper sections. 
My plan suited the level of the lowest basement story 
in the streets. 


inch pipe sufficient to provide for theadditional drainage 
which will -flow into the pipe? — I cannot tell unless I 
knew the area drained into it. 

2331. Can you not tell from the plans? — Not with- 
out sections giving the discharges of the sewer ; but 
I certainly would not put in a sewer less by twelve 
inches than that contracted for. 

2332. Mr. Lawless. — Supposing a sewer three feet 
by two was intended to be put in, and an eighteen or 


2312 Did you make that plan to enable you to a fifteen inch pipe substituted, would either of these 

prepare a scheme %— Yes : a system adapted to drain latter sizes be sufficient for the purposes of efficient 
the lowest basement story. drainage ? — A fifteen or an eighteen inch pipe would be 

2313 So that no single house would remain un- insufficient under the circumstances. 

(trained ! — Yea ; no single house. 2333- Mr. EiBiM.-Ha.ve you looked yourself at 

2314. Did you prepare proper sewerage plans? — some of the sewers constructed ? — 1 have. 

Yes ■ in accordance with the suggestions of the Local 2334. Was there fall enough -was the water stag- 

Government Board of England. rnmtt-I saw ureter lodged in the Mulgrave-street 

2315. How long did you continue in office as town sewer, and my opinion is that if there was a proper rail 

surveyor?— I think until December of the same year, that would not he the case. 

2316 When did you furnish -the plans 1 — On the 2335. Did you see the water lodged there?— Yes. 

22nd of November I furnished my report and the 2336. In your opinion, as an engineer, should there 

plans, and the estimate with them. be pegs or some such mark put down from place to 

2317 Did your system combine the sewerage of the place for the purpose of showing the clerk ot works or 
whole township with intercepting sewers ?— Yes ; I contractor at what levels they should carry then- 
included the whole of the recognised township. I in- sewers 1— The practice is to give them levels every 
tercepted all the sewerage which is causing so much twenty or twenty-five feet, and to put a hoard across 
nuisance, and I carried it through my system to the each centre line. 

extreme end of the township, so far in fact, as I ^ 2337. Do you do 


It is absolutely necessary to do it to insure the carry- 
ing out of the work at proper levels. 

2338. From what you observed of the sewers being 
constructed here, can you say whether or not any such 


could go under my instructions. 

2318. Did you furnish the plans to the Commis- 
sionex-s, which you prepared as the foundation of your 

scheme?— I did, and a report on the 22nd of Novem- »- - - ... - .. . 

her 1867 The plans and my scheme met with a great course has been adopted? — In none of tne sewers tnat 
deal of local opposition, and I was very much worried I saw were there any level pegs, nor did I see any 
in consequence, so much so, that when I received an centre lines. I looked specially for them. _ 
offer of an appointment from the Secretary of State for 2339. With regard to the materials used m the con- 

India for irrigation works there, I went to that struction of the sewers, did you examine them f— 1 
country in 1868. I was only with the Commissioners did, and I looked to the workmanship of those in 
from the time they appointed me in April until 
November, and I got no remuneration from them. 

2319. Had they your plans then for nothing ? — No, 

I did not give them up until I was paid for them. 

2320. How much ?— £70. 


2340. Did yon examine the basement of the arches 
where they are cemented together ? — Yes. 

2341. Have you heard the specification read here — 
“Best county Dublin grey stock brick”? Are the 


2321 Did you leave them then a complete set of bricks used of that description ?— They are not. 

, , A o 2342. What sort Of bricks are being used?— I should 


' iidSi" ' ae damage of those say Boglmll Woks. Tile bricks being used ate not of 
.. 5 1 1 ,x til ft kind or nualitv known aS “best county Dublin 


disgusting lanes we have heard so much about 
Every one of them. 

2323. Was it a complete system to serve rich, and 

poor ? I had a level for every lane and court in the 

township, and I provided for the drainage of every one 
of them. 

2324. In order to enable you to do that, did you 
go personally into all these places?— I visited every 
one of them. 

2325. Erom the condition of them at that time, 
what do you say to Dr. Move Madden’s report ? — In 
1867 these places were quite filthy, and just as 
described iu that book. When the cholera was here, 
it was especially had in Ci-osthwaite-park. A friend 
residing there told me that he had to get a drain or 
sewer opened in order to have it cleaned out, but there 
was not a sufficient fall to the sewer to allow it to he 
properly cleaned. 

2326. Would your plan have got rid of all that? 
— Certainly. 

2327. Does that state of things exist there now ? — ; 


the kind or quality known as “ host county Dublin 
grev stock brick.” 

2343. Arc they suitable for the work of these 
sewers ? — I should not allow them to he put in. 

2344. Are they according or equal to those con- 
tracted for? — They are not. 

2345. Have you seen that difference in the brick in 
more places than one ? — I was asked to go to Glena- 
geary-road, and they are not the best county Dublin 
grey stock brick which are used tliere.^ 

2340. Are they suitable for the work ? — No. 

2347. Did you see any bad bricks amongst them 
independent of the description of brick? — I did, 
plenty. 

2348. Did you see in the specification the descrip- 
tion given of the bricks to be used ? — I did. 

2349. Are those used equal to that? — They are not. 

2350. Are there bits of bad brick amongst them ? — 
Yes, and had whole bricks. 

2351. Independent of their being of a different 
make and quality 1 — Yes. 
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Kingstown. 2352. In what cement are those bricks laid ? — They 
April is, 1877. are not in the cement contracted for. 

Mr Andrew 2353. Is there a distinction between best London 
Pallas, c.f. cement and Portland cement ? — There is. The best 
London cement is the best. 

2354. Is there any difference in the price ? — -There 
is a difference in the quality. 

2355. Is there not a cement manufactured some- 
where in the south of England? — Yes. 

2356. Is what is called in the trade “ Best London 
Portland cement,” the best quality known? — Yes. 

2357. Better than any you could get out of London ? 
— Yes. 

2358. The cement used in the sewers is to be of that 
quality. Is the cement you saw used even “ Portland 
cement ” ? — I do not believe it is Portland cement 
at all. 

2359. What cement do you believe it to be? — I 
believe it is Scotch cement — Glasgow cement. 

2360. Mr. Lawless. — I s that sold at a lower price 
in the market than the other descriptions ? — Yes. 

2361. Mr. Exham. — D o you happen to know the 
difference in the price ? — I know there is cement made 
in Glasgow which is of greatly ifcferior quality. It was 
used at the construction of the Vartry waterworks, 
but had to be all taken up again ; it didn’t harden at all. 

2362. Is it with reference to that difficulty that 
these terms are in the contract, “ It is expected to 
harden within half an hour ” ? — Yes. It is necessary 
to have the cement set quickly in order to prevent the 
water from getting in. They use lime-mortar in the 
sides. 

2363. Is it only in the bottom the cement is used ? 
—Yes. 

2364. In the Mulgrave-street sewer? — Yes. Tire 
side walls are only half a brick thick and backed with 
clay; 

, 2365. Is that all ? — Yes ; that is quite thick enough 
for the sewer if it is built with cement. (Hands in 
specification of the London main drains, which says 
that all the work is to be in cement.) 

2366. Is there anything in the Kingstown contract 
binding the contractor to have the whole done in 
cement ? — No. 

2367. This (the London specification), is for low- 
level sewers. At all events in the sewers here the 
bottom is to be in best Loudon Portland cement? — 
The cement I saw used is not like it in colour. 

2368. In your opinion when constructing sewers 
should the ventilators be put in as the sewers progress ? 
— Certainly ; I have searched the, whole Glenageary- 
road and I could not find one. There should be a 
man-hole at every ventilator. 

2369. How are those ventilators to be put in now ? — 
They must again break up the road. I should put in 
a ventilator eveiy lOOyards, and thatas I go along with 
the sewer. 

2370. Has that been done here? — No. 

2371. Is there not a single ventilator to be seen on 
that road ? — I have not seen one. 

2372. You say you saw water running on the Sandy- 
cove-road ? — Yes ; and the trench was full of water. 

2373. Are the pipes there jointed? — I saw no cement 
for jointing, and those I saw were not jointed. 

2374. Were the men then laying them? — Not on 
the day I saw them — it was on Sunday. 

2375. Did you see any of them lying in their beds ? 
— They could not be jointed and the trench full of 
water ; the water must be taken out of it. 

2376. Mr. Lawless. — Y ou say you saw them on 
Sunday ? — Yes ; there was no cement on the ground. 

2377. Did you happen to see them on any week- 
day? — I did not. I saw Burdett-avenue sewer and it 
was not jointed. 

2378. Suppose they are allowed to remain in that 
condition will they be affected in any way ? — Of course 
the surface-water will percolate into the sub-soil, and 
will get into the pipes, which, of course, will throw 
extra work on them. They won’t carry off the sub- 
soil water. 


2379. Mr. Exham.— Did you see a wall broken 
near the sea? — I did. 

2380. What has become of the sewage now ? It is 

trickling through the material of the wall, and out on 
the fore-shore. The shore in the summer time must 
be in a horrible state — that is at Scotch Bay. 

2381. Did you see anything at Sandycove-road? 

That is the one I mentioned. I saw the new pipe 
sewer discharging into Bullock Harbour. 

2382. Is that at the outfall of the sewer? — I saw it 
after the storm. 

2383. How high does it fall ? — It has several feet 
of a fall on the shore. It is an old outlet. 

2384. Does the new outlet join the old one on tire 
same level ? — It apparently went into the old level. 

2385. You mentioned about the side of tlie sewer 
being only half a brick thick : is there no backing put 
to it?— No. 

2386. Ought there to be ? — There ought. 

2387. Should not the rock be smoothed away so as 
to leave an even bed for the sewer? — Undoubtedly. 

2388. Can you say if that is done ? — What I saw 
was not done. It was a brick sewer and the bottom 
was-made on the bank, and put in without any concrete 
bedding at all. If a point of reck comes on the pipe 
it must break it. I have had iron pipes broken in the 
same -way. 

2389. Mr. Lawless. — I think in this particular 
case the contract does not require that to be done ? — 
It ought to be in it ; if not, it shows a defect in the 
plan. 

2390. However that does not show that there was 
any departure from. the contract? — No. 

2391. Mr. Exham. — Is there any reason why what 
is called an intercepting sewer should be constructed 
in a different way from others; because I see Sir John 
Hawkshaw provided that Lis proposed sewer should 
be surrounded with concrete ?— Mr. Doyle’s sewer is 
a totally different one ; it is partly rubble. 

2392. Are you able to form any idea •with reference 
to the drainage proposed to go down Albert-road, whether 
a twelve-inch pipe is anything like sufficient to cany 
ofl the drainage from it ? — I should think most certainly 
not, because that road is very level and the fall is very 
little. 

2393. Erom the fall of the road, is it possible for 
that size of a pipe to do the work required ? — I do 
not think it possible. 

2394. What do you say, as an engineer, to making 
an eigliteen-inch pipe discharge into a nine-inch pipe. 
Is that a proper system of sewage? — If there is an 
eighteen-inch pipe of course a nine-inch pipe would 
not be sufficient to take the discharge from it ; that 
stands to reason. 

2395. ‘ (To Mr. Doyle). — Did you ever make any 
examination of the amount of rock in Glasthule as 
distinguished from Monkstown. Is there more rock 
in Glasthule ward? — There is. 

2396. We have the fact that the Glasthule works 
were done within the estimate. The sewage could be 
made cheaper in Monkstown ward than in Glasthule. 
Will Monkstown be more expensive than Glasthule? — 
No ; Gasthule was done for £2,010, and it was more 
expensive than the sewers of Kingstown. 

2397. (To Mr. Pallas). — Have you seen the way in 
which the house drains are being connected with the 
main sewers ? — I saw in Mulgrave-terrace some nine- 
inch pipes built in the wall in the brick sewer. - 

2398. Are they connected in a proper manner ?— I 
think if the side wall was in cement they would be 
properly done, but the sewer being laid in mortar I 
do not. think they are right. 

2399. Have you seen any of those houses at Lawson- 
terrace? — No. 

2400. Can you give any opinion about them? — Not 
except from what I heard. 

2401. What is the defect in laying the junction pipes 
into the sewers as at present constructed ? — I think 
the way of laying the house pipes into the drains, 
which has been described, is objectionable. 
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2402. In wliat way ? — I think that the pipe for the 
house drains should have a junction made for it on the 
bottom of the sewer, and he connected with the house 
afterwards. 

2403. Have you anything to say about the sewers 
at the crossing of streets 1 — I think there should be a 
man-hole at every intersecting street, and every man- 
hole should have a ventilator. 

2404. Has that been done as far as you saw? — No. 

(The questions which follow were put to Mr. Pallas 

at the request and on the suggestion of Mr. Doyle, the 
town surveyor.) 

2405. Mr. Exham. — Have you ever executed any 
sewage works yourself ? — I have. 

2406. Where ? — I was employed on the plans of the 
Dublin Waterworks. 

2407. Did you ever execute any sewage works ? — I 
have executed some in India. 

2408. Sewage works ? — Yes. 

2409. Did you ever execute any in Kingstown ? — 

I was only ten months in Kingstown. 

2410. Did you construct any sewage in De Vesci- 
place ? — I did, for Mr. Stewart. 

2411. Was that drainage? — It was. 

2412. Did you put man-holes and ventilators on it? 
— No ; it was a private place. I did not put any 
ventilators. I prepared it for Mr. Stewart ; it was 
paid for by him. 

2413. What was the length of it ? — I could not say. 
There was no ventilator put on, and I may add that I 
recollect the reason why. The question of ventilation 
was very much discussed at the time, and it was con- 
sidered very doubtful whether it was best to put them 
on or not. 

2414. Did you provide ventilators on the intercept- 
ing sewer in your plans ? — I did ; I calculated for 
ventilators at the time. 

2415. Did you prepare any estimates for the main 
drainage of Kingstown ? — I did, and I took into ac- 
count the cost of putting ventilators at the man-holes. 

2416. Did you estimate work in Kingstown twenty- 
seven feet deep, at a cost of Is. the running yard ? — I 
cannot recollect- it. 

2417. Did you estimate the cost of work cutting 
twenty-seven feet deep, at Is. a yard ? — I am perfectly 
certain I never did anything of the kind. There may 
have been a portion of the work that depth — at one 
point it might be twenty-seven feet deep, and at another 
far less, and so on, and I may have averaged the cost 
of the whole at Is. 

2418. It is impossible to find out from these papers 
whether there is such an estimate (referring to papers 
handed to Mr. Exham by Mr. Doyle). Was this pre- 
pared by you (handing papers to witness) ? — Yes. 

2419. Can you find it there? — This is only a rough 
draft that I gave them. Whether it is the final esti- 
mate or not I do not know now. Here is one place 
mentioned as being twenty-seven feet deep ; here’s 
another place twenty-two, and another thirteen, and so 
on, and the cost of the various depths is averaged at 
Is. Here is another place only six feet. I considered 
that Is. at that time would have been a fair price for 
the whole work. 

2420. Did you leave out Dunleary in your plan, 
leaving the old outlet there still? — My intention was 
to intercept the sewerage there going into the harbour. 
I could not interfere with the old outlet. 


2421. What was the amount of your estimate for Kingstown. 
the sewer to Sandycove, not including damage to pro- April u, 187 T. 
perty and right of way ? — I cannot recollect. 

2422. Can you say from recollection whether it was i^ua^ C . E . 
£4,000 or not? — My estimate for the entire inter- 
cepting sewer was £11,202, and for internal sewers 
£17,000 at that time. I have no copy of the estimate 

which I handed to the Town Commissioners. I am 
able to give you the totals; No. 1 scheme was £28,262. 

2423. What scheme was that? — For one outfall; 
that included the local drainage. Of course prices are 
very much increased now. 

2424. What was the other scheme? — It was for 
two outfalls; the estimated cost was for Kingstown 
£21,000, including local drainage, and Qlasthule, 
including local drainage. 

2425. In your plan for the sewerage of Kingstown, 
was there any provision made for ventilators ? — They 
were estimated for. 

2426. Have you ever made mistakes in your esti- 
mates — estimated the cost of -any work at too little. 

What percentage of mistakes is usually calculated ? — 

Every engineer makes mistakes sometimes.' I made 
an estimate the other day, and the contract was taken 
at four and a half per cent, over it. Parliament 
always allows us ten per cent, to come and go on. 

2427. Did you ever compete for any work at Howth? 

— Yes ; I made a design. 

2428. For the drainage of the town ? — Yes. 

2429. By whom is the drainage plan being earned 
out ? — I do not know. 

2430. You are not doing it? — No. 

2431. That is to say your plan was not accepted? — 

It was not. 

2432. Have you had a large experience in doing 
work as an engineer? Will you tell me what works 
you have been engaged on ? — I was engaged first on the 
Board of Works in 1S54 on Lough Outer; I was then 
engaged in a survey for the Grand Trunk Railway of 
Canada until the Crimean war broke out, and I came 
home then. I subsequently was engaged at making 
railways, and various other works of importance. 

2433. Are you acquainted with the mode in which the 
internal drainage of Dublin is being carried out — I mean 
the material used, and the way in which it is laid 
down ? — I know Hie system on which it is being carried 
out. 

2434. Will you look at one of these contracts. (One 
of the contracts for the sewerage work of Kingstown 
was handed to witness). Can you point out any 
difference between that and the mode in which the 
work is required to be done in Dublin? — I have seen 
the old contracts for Dublin, but I 'do not know if they 
are done in that way or not. I believe this specifica- 
tion to be principally made from the Dublin one. 

2435. Is it substantially the same? — I believe it is 
copied from it. 

2436. From what you saw in Dublin, would the 
bricks you say you saw used here be accepted as the 
best county Dublin gray stock brick? — I am certain 
they would not be taken as any such thing. 

2437. Is there any difference between Mr. Doyle’s 
system of carrying out the work and that followed in 
Dublin? — I am perfectly certain that Mr. Doyle’s 
system of carrying out the work would not be followed 
in Dublin, because I know that the levelling pegs arc 
used there, and here they are not. 


Mr. Thomas Sexton examined. 

» !•» - , . bricks which were of veiy different qualities ? — The 

2438. Hr. LAv™.-Ar e you the contactor?- bliets „ u „ m6 OtaAlkm. 


2439. We saw here two 


2440. What contract are you working on now %■ 
t three specimens of Mulgrave-terrace and Glenageary-road. 


Mr. Thomas 
Sexton. 


Mr. Frederick Barnes examined. 


2441. Mr. Lawless.— You wish to give evidence 
with regard to Mr. Sexton’s contract? — Yes, I saw 
the contract this morning. 

2442. How much of it is open? — About twenty yards. 

2443. Is it capable of being seen and examined? — 


Yes. I measured the depths and they agree- with the 
sections. 

2444. Who furnished you with the sections? — 
The man in charge who has the section for carrying 
out the work. 

M 


Mr. Frederick 
Barnes. 
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Kingstown. _ 2445. Is that Mr. Sexton’s foreman ! — Yes. 

Apr a is, 1877. 2446. Did he tell you where he got the sections ! — 

Mr Frederick ^ know from the sections that they are got out of the 
Barnes . office. 

2447. Is that a brick sewer! — Yes, three feet by’ 
two feet. 

2448. Did you examine the materials there ! — I 
did 

2449. In your opinion is the work there properly 
done ! — : So far as I saw it is fairly well done. The 
blocks are all in Orchard cement instead of best London 
Portland 

2450. Mr. Exham. — Is that Scotch cement ! — No ; 
it sets quicker than the Portland cement. It sets very 
rapidly, and' on the whole it makes a very good job. 

2451. How soon will the Orchard cement set! — It 
ought to set very well in two days if there is dry 
weather. 

2452. The specification says the cement used should 
be the best London Portland cement, and should set 
in half an hour ! — That is a different thing from having 
it fit to go into the work. 

2453. Will it set in half an hour according to the 
meaning of the words used in the contract 1 — No, it 
would take about an hour. No Portland cement that 
ever I used would set in half an hour ; it would bond 
itself, but it would not be fit for use. 

2454. W hat is the difference in price between 
Orchard cement and best London Portland cement! — 
There is about 12s. a ton. The Orchard cement is 
that much cheaper than the other. 

2455. Where is it manufactured ! — In London most 
of it. There is Portland cement made in several 
places besides London, but the London cement is the 
best. 

2456. Is the Orchard cement as strong as the best 
London Portland cement! — No, it is not so lasting. 

2457. Is there an article known in the market as 
best London Portland cement 1 — There is. 

2458. So far as you saw were the bricks used in the 
work the best county Dublin grey stock bricks 1 — The 
bricks in the portion of the work that I saw were good 
bricks. They were the best county Dublin grey stock 
bricks. 

2459. Were they of the kind described in that con- 
tract, full size, &c. 1 — All that I saw were. 

2460. Did you see any small bricks 1 — There were 
half a cart load set on one side as unfit to be used in 
the work. 

2461. Mr. Lawless. — Were those bricks that you 
saw county Dublin grey stock bricks! — Yes. 

2462. Ai’e you speaking of those you actually saw 
in the works 1 — Yes. 

2463. Did you see any of those prepared to be put 
in ! — I did, and most of them were very fair bricks. 
There were a few that I would say ought to be put 
aside. 

2464. Mr. Exham. — Were all the bricks you saw 
there county Dublin grey stock bricks 1 — Yes ; there 
is no choosing between them and the Boghall bricks. 
The Boghall won’t do where there is running water. 


2465. Is not the Mulgrave-terrace sewer made 
through very rocky ground ! — It is. 

2466. Can you form any opinion as to whether the 
rocks Were cut away so as to leave a proper and level bed 
for the pipes 1 — So far as I could see the bottom of the 
sewer was very fairly laid. The water was running 
very fairly, and I think the levels must have been very 
well carried out. 

2467. Do you know the Glenageary road sewer !— 
No, I do not. It was only this morning that Mr. 
Sexton sent for me. 

2468. Which is the Orchard or the Portland the 
quickest setting cement! — The Orchard. 

2469. Mr. Sexton. — During the wet season the 
Portland cement would not set. 

2470. (To Mr. Barnes). — You say it is not so dear 
as the other! — It is not. 

2471. If you were working on a contract which 
bound you to use best London Portland cement would 
you consider you might use Orchard cement ! — Not 
unless I got liberty to do so. 

2472. Do you approve, Mr. Pallas does not, of 
making only the bottom of the sewer with cement, and 
the other part in mortar 1 — I think it should be in 
cement to the water line, and the walls in mortar. 

2473. Do you think it would be necessary to put 
concrete behind the mortal - portion 1 — In some cases it 
would be desirable to do it, but where the rocks are 
close, a good back of clay is as good as anything. There 
is another observation I think it fair for me to make. I 
have not spoken to Mr. Doyle for nearly twelve 
months. 

2474. Do you consider it a good plan in making the 
house junctions to have the drains drop down perpen- 
dicularly 1 — No ; I do not. 

2475. In setting pipes do you think they should be 
jointed! — Yes, with staunching clay, except under 
houses. 

2476. What would you say if you saw water coming 
from the joints 1 — Mr. Sexton has as good staunching 
clay as there is in Ireland, and has joined the pipes. . 
Mr. Sexton lias done work for me for fourteen years,, 
and I always found him to do it very carefully. 

2477. How long did it take to do the piece of sewer 
that you saw open! — I should say considering that 
the weather has been very wet that it must have been 
done about a week. I do not think it could be done 
either yesterday or to-day. 

2478. Were you employed here to examine and test 
Mr. Doyle’s estimate 1— Yes. 

2479. Did you estimate that the entire work could 
be done for £10,000 ! — I cannot say how much my 
estimate was, but it was something under Mr. Doyle’s. 

2480. It turns out now that it cannot be done for 
that! — It ought to be. The prices were ample and 
full. I have been’ preparing estimates for nearly forty 
years, and I am never much astray. 

2481. In Lower George’s-street, Mr. Doyle's esti- 
mate was £764, and the lowest tender was £1,400. 
Were you examined as a witness before Mr. Robinson! 
— Yes ; and I was sworn. 


Mr. Myles 
Kelly. 


Mr. Myles Kelly examined. 


2482. Mr. Lawless. — You are a Town Commis- 
sioner ! — Yes, for a long time. 

2483. What do you wish to say, Mr. Kelly! — I 
want the town clerk to hand in the water contract 
with the Corporation of Dublin, and I wish to say that 
at present outsiders can bring bills into Parliament 
which are injurious to the interests of the township. 
I think that corporate bodies should be the only parties 
who should have power to promote bills affecting the 
township. 

2484. We have not any power to inquire into such 
a matter. When was that contract made ! — On the 
5th April, 1869. 

2485. What was the contract! 

2486. Town Clerk . — To supply the water; the terras 
are these. (Reads) : — 


“ The annual sum or rent to be paid half-yearly, on the 1st May 
and 1st November, to take and convey the water from the said 
reservoir or a point near thereto, shall be a sum equivalent to the 
sum obtained by 3W. in the pound on the Government or other 
valuation, from time to time, on the rateable valuation of the town- 
ship, and in addition the Commissioners will pay the Corporation 
by id. in the pound on the rateable value of the township, for snen 
water as they may require for manufacturing or auy such purposes. 
Said two sums of 3%d. and $d. making a total of id. in the pound, 
to be paid by the Commissioners to the Corporation.” 

2487. Mr. Kelly .— We are now paying 5 d. in the 
pound. We had a contract from a person for laying 
the pipes from the Stillorgan reservoir to Kingstown lor 
£3,446. For that outlay we would have had water m 
Kingstown for ever at 3 %d. and \d. in the poun • 
Dalkey got it at id., and I see no reason why we 
should pay 5 d. when we were nearer the water than 
Dalkey. 
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2488. "Why, then, did you not contract ? — We were 
not in a position to contract that year. 

2489. Suggested by Mr. Kelly (to Town Clerk ). — 
Was Mr. M‘Evoy qualified by hi3 rating to be a Town 
Commissioner in the year 1870? — If I search the book 
I could tell you. My recollection is that his valuation 
was £22 in 1869 and 1 870, but that it afterwards stood 
at £28. 

2490. Did he continue to be a Commissioner up to 
1873 or 1874 ? Was he nominally on the Board ? — Yes. 

2491. Did he go through the form of election ? — He 
was on the list of defeated candidates, but he claimed 
the seat of another gentleman, and that gentleman 
resigned. He took proceedings. 


2492. Mr. Lawless (to Mr. Kelly ). — Did Mr. Kingstown. 

M'Evoy get an adjudication of the Court of Queen’s April 13, 18T7. 
Bench in his favour ? — He did. Mr livles 

2493. Were you on the Board at the time? — I Keily. - 
was. 

2494. Why did you not question his qualification 
then ? — Did you continue to sit at the Board with a 
gentleman who was not qualified? — I did. I was 
not going to incur legal expenses in the matter. 

2495. Mr. M'JSvoy handed to the town clerk, a 
poor-rate receipt for the year 1870. 

2496. Town Clerk — This would show a valuation 
of £27 in that year. 


April, 14, 1877. 


Dr. Henry Colgan, consul tin 

2497. Mr. Lawless. — How long is it since you 
were appointed ? — Three years. 

2498. Do you make any reports on ‘sanitary matters 
except called upon to do so by the Commissioners ? 
— Not except called upon by the Sanitary Board of 
the Commissioners. 

2499. How often does that Board meet ? — Every 
Friday. 

2500. Do you attend the meetings ? — Yes ; I come 
down to the Board every Friday. 

2501. Is that your regular duty, and do you come 
down whether requested or not ?— It is ; and I come 
down as a matter of course. 

2502. Do you take part in the discussion, or give 
to the Board the benefit of your opinion on sanitary 
matters ? — Yes, whenever the Board require it. 

2503. I presume you are acquainted with the 
town? — I am for a long time. 

2504. Do you . know the sanitary condition of the 
poorer parts of the town? — Yes, they are, steadily 
improving. I think there might be some more 
drainage in the court and lane ways. 

2505. Mr. Exham. — Did you read Mr. Haliday’s 
report on the sanitary state of Kingstown ? — I am 
aware of it, but I don’t think I have read it. It 
appeared before my time as a sanitary officer in the 
town. Great improvements have been made in 
Patrick-street, for instance. 

2506. What were the great improvements? — 
Dr. O’Flaherty has had a great deal done. 

2507. Are you, as a medical man and a sanitary 
officer, satisfied with the present state of things?— 
They have for some time been steadily improving, and 
in a short time again — say in another six months — 
matters will have greatly improved. 

2508. Did you hear me read out of Mr. Haliday’s 
book, a description of the condition of several places 
within the township in his time ? We have asked 
Dr. O’Flaherty, whose evidence was of a great im- 
portance, whether nuisances of that kind still exist, 
and he said he was sorry to say they do, and that 
there were several privies yet required? — I agree with 
him. 

2509. Is it your duty to examine these places? — 
No ; it is not. I agree with Dr. O’Flaherty’s 
evidence from my general knowledge of the places 
referred to. 

2510. Do you know their condition from personal 
inspection? — Well, not directly. I give my opinion 
and assistance to the Board on such matters apper- 
taining to public health as I may be consulted about. 

2511. We have it on the notes that there are 
several houses in Kingstown unfit for human habi- 
tation ? — Well, you know that is another question. 

2512. Are there, doctor? — I believe there are. 


g sanitary officer, examined. Ur. Henry- 

2513. How many? — That I cannot say. 

2514. Mr. Lawless. — Are there many houses 
occupied by poor people which you consider unfit for 
human habitation? — Well, I don’t know that. It is 
not my duty to visit these places. 1 believe Dr. 
O’Flaherty spoke about that. 

2515. Mr. Exham. — Do you know any such places 
near a place called “ Pig-lane ” or “ Pig-bank,” which, 
as described by Dr. O’Flaherty, are entirely without 
any rere accommodation? — Yes ; I believe there are 
a good many houses without rere accommodation. 

2516. Are these places which are absolutely with- 
out rere accommodation, and occupied by the poorer 
and working classes, looked after by the Commis- 
sioners? — They are. 

2517. Are they sufficiently attended to, in your 
opinion ? — In that I am not directly concerned. 

2518. Have they provided these places with ashpits 
or privies ? — I am not sure. 

2519. (Suggested by Mr. M‘Evoy). — Have the Com- 
missioners ever asked you to report on the sanitary 
condition of the town ? — No ; that is not my duty. 

2520. Mr. Exham. — T he result of the evidence 
before us is that there are several places in the very 
same condition as they were in 1866 when Mr. 

Holiday reported, and I take the effect of Dr. 

Colgan’s opinion to be that there has been great im- 
provements effected, but there are still several places 
in the condition then described. 

2521. Mr. Lawless. — The result also, to my mind, 
is that the improvements have been effected by the 
introduction of the Yartry water supply. It appears 
that at that time the poor people had to buy a bucket 
of water, but now they can get it in abundance from 
the fountains. However, the Vartry water has not 
been brought up into the lanes and courts through 
any pipes, and still in many places there are no 
sewers, no rere accommodation, no privies, no ashpits. 

There is no receptacle provided for filth, and it is 
thrown into the street after nightfall. From all the 
evidence up to this, we distinctly understand that 
several of the places remain in precisely the same 
condition they were in when Mr. Haliday made the 
report in 1866, which was followed by that of Dr. 

More Madden in 1867. If the Commissioners think 
that is not the fair result of all the evidence up to 
this we will gladly hear any evidence to remove that 
opinion. 

2522. Mr. M'Evoy. — I gave evidence, as will be 
seen from the “ Minutes of Evidence ” given before the 
Select Committee of the House of Commons that 
passed the Kingstown Act of 1869, with reference 
to the sanitary condition of the town. The Com- 
mittee was on private Bills (Group M), and commenced 
its sittings on April the 20tli, 18G9. 


Dr. Colgan’s examination resumed. 


2523. Mr. Lawless.— Do you find your suggestions 
are attended to by the sanitary committee ? — Yes. 

2524. Mr. Exham. — Is this the general condition 
of any portion of the town in your opinion ? What I 


am about to read is an extract from the evidence 
given by Mr. James M'Henry, an inspector under 
the Sanitary Board, Dublin, before the Select Com- 
mittee of the House of Commons, on the 22nd April, 
M 2 


Dr. Colgan. 
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Kingstown. 1869. In paragraph 2 of a report -which he made on 
April 14, 1877. the sanitary condition of Kingstown, and which he 
Dr Colgira handed into the Committee, he states as his opinion : — 

“ That in many places withia the town, in which there are as 
many as ten to twenty dwelling-houses, there is only one privy 
common to all, or one ashpit" 

Tn the alleys, he says : — 

“ There is required more nuisance accommodation, and the filth 
of several courts runs .into a common drain, thereby causing a 
sickening nuisance." 

I ask you now, Dr. Colgan, if, according to your 
opinion, that state of things still exists 1 Is it a fact 
that there are ten to twenty dwelling-houses in some 
of these places, with hut one privy or ashpit ? — Well, 
I think there have been some privies built since that 
in those places. 

2525. But, as a matter of fact, have there been ? 


Have you gone round to see ? — I have not. It is not 
my duty to go round. 

2526. In paragraph 3 in this evidence it is stated to 
the Committee — 

“ That pigs and horses are kept in such close proximity to the 
dwellings of the people as to he injurious to health.” 

Is that allowed still ? — Animals have been removed in 
a great measure. 

2527. Mr. Lawless. — You are aware that there is 
a large system of drainage work going on in Kings- 
town ? — I am. 

2528. Will the execution of these works effectually 
remedy the wants in these poor places, which you sav 
require sewerage ? — If it goes through these places it 
will improve them, of course. 

2529. Perhaps you do not know what is contem- 
plated ? — No, I do not. 


Mr. John 
Tomlinson. 


Mi-. John Tomlinson examined. 


2530. Mr. Lawless. — Are you storekeeper to the 
Town Commissioners ? — I am. 

2531. Where are the stores kept? — Part of them 
are kept in the store in the market yard, and part 
quite near here. (Referring to a space at the rere of 
the Town Hall.) 

2532. Which is the principal store depot? — A cer- 
tain portion is kept in the two places. One kind of 
material is kept in the market yard, and stores and 
such like in the other place. 

2533. Are all these things under your care as store- 
keeper? — Sometimes I am engaged in the “upper 
yard,” as distinguished from what we call the market 
yard. 

2534. What do you mean by the “ upper yard ”? — 
A larger yard than the market yard. 

2535. What are your occupations in the market 
yard besides that of storekeeper ? — I receive all mate- 
rial coming in, and see that there is the right quantity. 

2536. Have you anyone to assist you in that ? — No 

2537. Are yon occupied every day in the market 
yard ? — Yes. 

2538. How many hours in the day is your time oc- 
cupied there ? — From six in the morning to six or 
seven in the evening weighing and superintending the 
weighing of the market produce sent there. 

2539. Do you receive the market charges or pay- 
ments ? — Yes, the charges. The seller receives the pay- 
ments, I receive the tolls, and superintend the weigh- 
ing of everything that comes in. 

2540. Besides that, do yon superintend and weigh 
all materials purchased by the Commissioners for lie 
carrying out of their works? — Yes. I weighed 100 
tons during the last three months. The Commissioners 
have nothing to do with what is sent in except to re- 
ceive the tolls. 

2541. Does the business that you have told us of 
occupy your time? — Yes; from six or seven in the 
morning to the same time at night. 

2542. What time then have you to devote to your 
duties as storekeeper? — Very little. 

2543. Supposing, while you were engaged in one or 
other of your necessary duties, stores arrived, who 
would receive them? — Well, if they came to where I 
was I would give a return for them after having re- 
ceived them. A certain kind of stones is confined to 
a particular yard. 

2544. In that case you would receive it from the 
accident of your being present there at the time ; hut 
suppose material came to the lower store while you 
were in the upper, whose duty is it to receive it in 
your absence '(—Whoever happens to be there ; I sup- 
pose Mr. Duff. 

2545. Who is Mr. Duff? — The head “ganger” and 
yardman. 

■ 2546. Do you keep an account of all the material 
delivered to the Commissioners? — I do, of all that 
comes under my notice. • 

2547 . Supposing material is received by Mr. Duff, 


who keeps an account of that ? — Well, in that case he 
makes an account to me. 

2548. Who keeps the books? — I do. 

2549. When do you make the entries ? — The mo- 
ment the delivery occurs. 

2550. Where are the books kept? — In the market 
store. 

2551. Not in the office here in the town hall ? — No, 
in the market store. 

2552. Did you receive directions as to any particular 
form of book to he kept by you ? — No. 

2553. Do your books show the receipt of all stores 
that are delivered from time to time to the Commission- 
ers?— Yes. 

2554. Do they show the prices in all instances paid 
for them ? — No. 

2555. Do you give out of store the materials re- 
quired for the Commissioners’ works? — Well, no, that 
is rather Mr. Duff’s duty. The water inspector gets 
an order on me for what he requires, and then I give 
the material to him. 

2556. By whom is the order signed on which the 
materials are given out? — Sometimes by Mr. Doyle, 
the township engineer. The order for material is 
usually presented by a carter. • 

2557. Do you preserve the orders ? — Yes; I file and 
enter them. 

2558. Can materials he delivered out of the store 
without a -written order ? — Yes. 

2559. By whose authority are they delivered with- 
out an order, or who takes the responsibility of deli- 
vering them ? — I take the responsibility of delivering 
when the water inspector presents the order. I do 
this when I know it has the sanction of Mr. Doyle. 

2560. Is there any record kept of the articles deli- 
vered in yonr book ? — Yes ; certainly there is an 
account kept of all road materials delivered. 

2561. Where is the asphalte kept? — In one of the 
yards. 

2562. To whom is it delivered, and on what autho- 
rity 1 — It is delivered to the carters. 

2563. Is it true that the carters can go into the yard 
and take road material away without any order from 
the Commissioners, or anybody? — I take down the 
description of material and the name of the locality 
they are going to. 

2564. To whom is the delivery of the asphalte in- 
trusted ? — To the carters. I take down where they are 
going to in a blotter. 

2565. Do you remember the asphalte delivered to 
Mr. Crosthwaite, the late chairman ? — Yes. . 

2566. By whom was that asphalte delivered ? — By 
a carter named Toole. 

2567. Did you make a report of that? — I did, on 
the morning after it was delivered. 

2568. Why did yon make a report on the circum- 
stance so early? — Because I was surprised, when I 
heard it had gone to Mr. Crosthwaite; so, having made 
myself sure about it, I reported the matter to the 
Board on the following morning. 
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2569. "What did you report to the board ? — I re- Doyle was the outer who almost invariably came for Kingstown. 

ported that he had got it. I was not sure at the same the asphalte. April u,isu. 

time but that he got it by an order from the board, and 2599. Mr. Lawless. — Would it not be better to let jf r _ JoIm 

that it was all right. one man have the trust ? — -Well, I thought not. _ Tomlinson. 

2570. Did you get an order for it? — No order came 2600. What was your reason for th inkin g that it 

to me for it. should not be confined to Doyle 1 — Because I saw him 


2571. Do you consider it right that stores should be coming to take it himself without bringing it up to 
delivered out on the order of Commissioners, or of any- me to be weighed. 


one else, for private purposes ? — I do not. 

2572. Was this asphalte for Mr. Crosthwaite’s o 
private purpose ? — I understood that decidedly. 

2573. Was any written order delivered to the n 


2601. Did yon think that the carrying out of your 
idea would result in an advantage to the stores in stock 
generally 1 — I did, certainly. 

2602. Mx - . Exham. — I see by your return there went 


who allowed it out?-No. The carter came in the out to Mr Crosthwaite on the 7tli of November 8 cwt 
usual way, as if it was intended to be used for town- of ground limestone, and the further compound for the 


ship works. I have a memorandum of the date Mr. 
Crosthwaite got it. 

2574. Have you a memorandum of the quantity he 
c- 0 t A- Yes ; and the date he returned the asphalte. 
Mr. Crosthwaite wanted to return it again, but I 


refused to take it back, saying, as some noise had been he aU ‘ 


mixture consisted of bitumen. Is that so '! — Yes. 

2603. Did you get back as much as was received by 
Mr. Crosthwaite 1— No ; he got about 13 cwt., and lie 
returned about 10. 

2604. Mr. M‘Evoy.—B.e returned asphalte which 


made about it I would not take it back again without 
directions, and I afterwards got the authority of the 
secretary to take it back. 


2575. Mr. Lawless. — Did you receive the same ataU. 


2605. Mr. Exham. — In point of fact 

2606. Mr. M‘Evoy . — He appears to have returned 
four bags of rock asphalte that was not charged to him 


back again? — I did not. It was not the same. 


2607. (To Mr. Tomlinson). — Who keeps these 


returned to you ? — I deceived ^olcs ?— They are aU in my own handwriting 


another quality, consisting of ground limestone and 2608 Do you weigh articles yourself-stores or the 
anoinei quauuj., uu 0 0 like?— No; the carters weigh them m my presence. 

2™°' a.t the kind yon gave out!_No, it I hold n blotter in my hond, and take down all parti- 
's ?<*■ l “* ° M “ nd “ 4 * Irtide L, of an entry he™, No 

25r”“Vas aS it“eqnal in value!— I think what came delivery”!— I will tell you. Generally before they 
i V.<n+tpv vnliie come I kuow the carters names and the numbei of 


wae not. 1 gave out one ianu ana a tmreren. amcre ~ ^ ^Vthe meaning of an entry here, No 

** “ Sr 

2579. Mr. MWoy.-I have here a copy of the “ £££ 


report which the witness made in reference to the you hold in your hand an account made i up for Jami- 
lepoiu wrnou ary> February, and March, so that when each 

“"So. Fitak-I have the original memorandum carter cornea in I errto the weight., and tta> the 
*7 0 material is deposited m the Commissioners yards, and 

95 Mr. Exham. — Let ua have the atorekeepe* rfterwmtl. delivered ont by the Cotomiaaione™’ carta 
port, the report of the 29th of November. for P»blio purposes. Of the loads gerng out I keep no 

xr. "kw™,— T t. would he a mod tlmur to The qurmtrty which came mto the yard m 


2581. Mr. Exham. — Let us have the storekeeper’s 
report, the report of the 29th of November. 


2582. Mr. M'Evoy.— It would .be a good thing to j anuavy was 2 n loads, and I have three columns 
ow the wrtneaa to go for hra blotter. my book for the entries. 


allow the witness to go for his blotter. 

2583: Witness . — I am not aware that the quantity 
is on the report, but it is on the blotter. 

25 S4. Mr. Lawless. — Have you copies of your 
reports ? — No, I didn’t keep copies of them. 


2610. Mr. Lawless. — What system of keeping your 
accounts have you ? — Well, no particular system. 

2611. Supposing stores were unlawfully abstracted — 
stolen in fact — have you any means of detecting the 


2585. Mr. Exham; — Did you know anything as to loss from your system ? — No, because the material is 
this asphalte having been taken for private purposes taken away by the men’s carts to put on the roads, 
until after Mr. Crosthwaite had got it ?— Not until 2612. Then, according to that, may not the Corn- 
some time after it had been weighed and taken missioners’ carts take stores away to any private per- 
awav. son?— Yes. 

2586 Is anything taken out of the store without 2613. (Suggested by the Town Clerk ). — Did you 
beincr weighed ?— Nothing that I am aware of. not get books to be carried on on the same plan as that 

2587 . Was this asphalte charged to Mr. Crosthwaite? of your predecessor ? — No. Where is it or where 
jt waa . was it ? 

2588 Was it brought from the store to the yard to 2614. Tonm Clerk . — You had it. 
be weighed?— Yes. 2615. Witness . — I got tliree books from you, and 

2589. I understood you to say that nothing goes not more. 

out of the store without being weighed? — Nothing 2616. Do you carry on the books as your prede- 

that I am aware of, but the store is an open one. cessor did? — I have no particular system but what 1 

2590. Could anything bo brought out without your consider best. I only saw the three books which the 

knowledge ? — It could. town clerk gave me— three memorandum^ books. 

2591 Why ? Because tbe store was open. Each contains a number of columns — three, 1 trunk. 

2592. Was or is WWas and is every day. 2617. Mr. Lawless (to Mr. Ennis).— Do you mean 

2593. Is the store left open from morning to night? to say that the storekeeper did not follow the directions 

—Yes ; it is an open yard. of the Commissioners ? 

2594 May any carter go into it ? — Yes. 2618. Town Clerk — That is so. ^ 

2595. For material?— Yes. 2619. Mi-. Exham (to Mr. Tomhns<rn ).— How long 

2596 What was done on your report?— The com- have you been storekeeper? — Aboiit two years, 
mittee of the board made an order that no material 2620. Have you ever been brought before the Board 
should leave the yard after a certain hour in the for any fault or complaint against you?— No; except 
morning in the case of Mr. Henry, who comphuued of me to the 

2597. Was it suggested that no carter should be at Board. .. .. 

liberty to get material after certain specified hours ? — 2621. Mr. Lawless.— Did you receive in April, 

Precisely. ° 1875, a copy of instructions, as to your duty as store- 

2598 Was any particular carter in the habit of keeper?— I don’t recollect, 
getting these articles ?— Yes, a man named Toole took 2622. Town Clwh — There was such adocument and 

this, but another carter named Doyle almost invariably there must remain some record of it. He -would have 
took away the asphalte. I thought that if different got a copy, not the original document (Handed in 
carters came in that would be better, but, as I said, document.) 
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Kingstown. ' 
April 14, 1877. 

Mr. John 
Tomlinson. 


2623. Mr. Exham (reads it) — 

“The storekeeper was this day called before the Board, and it 
was resolved that the storekeeper for the time being should consider 
himself in charge of all goods, both in town hall yard and market, 
and no goods are to be removed from the town hall yard or market 
without notice to the storekeeper, and on an order from the town 
surveyor and signed by him." 

2624. Witness. — That is in reference to asphalte. 

2625. Mr. Exham. — And after the foregoing instruc- 
tions, a resolution is passed : — 

“That the storekeeper is to be in the market from seven in the 
morning to six in the evening." 

That is in one place during all that time. 

2626. Town Clerk. — He is in constant communica- 
tion between the- two yards morning, noon and night 
in fact. 

2627. Mr. Lawless. — He tells us that his'time is 
occupied from morning till night in duties other than 
those of storekeeper. 

2628. Mr. Exham. — How is he to prevent a carter 
coming in and filling a load of stones when he is not 
in the place where the stones are. 

2629. (To Mr. Tomlinson). — Have you on any 
occasion given out anything without a written order? 
— I never have. 

2630. A written order I say? — Never without a 
written order from Mr. Doyle the township surveyor. 
More material might be in the carts or less than was 
actually ordered when it would come to be weighed. 

2631. Do the men come down to the stores, fill the 
carts and then come up to you to have the loads 
weighed ? — Well if the man with a certain load is 
honest it is all right, but if he likes to take it away 
he can. It is removed after being weighed, to where 
it is ordered. 

2632. Mr. Lawless. — It appears to me that the 
m in ute called the “ storekeeper’s directions ” is com- 
pletely disregarded in practice to the knowledge of the 
Commissioners themselves. 

2633. Mr. Exham. — At the same time it is fair to 
Mr. Tomlinson to say it is not his fault. He cannot 
be in half a dozen places at one time. 

2634. Mr. Perrin. — And the market yard must be 
open at all times. Traders from the county Wicklow 
are constantly coming there. 

,2635. Town Clerk. — The original document pre- 
pared by Mr, M'Evoy, and a copy of which was given 
to Mr. Tomlinson, required the storekeeper to take 
charge of all the property of the Town Commissioners 
in the yard, store and stables, horses, carts, to send a 
cheque of the goods delivered to the board-room, and 
to answer any inquiries thereon, to get the workmen’s 
time in reference to going to or returning from work, 
and to daily walk over the township to see tire men 
at work. 

2636. Mr. Exham. — How is he to do that ? How 
is he to walk over the township ? 


2637. Town Clerk. — That has been modified since 
by a transfer of the duties to the head ganger. That 
was subsequently omitted when he was made market 
clerk. 

2638. When he was made market clerk how on 
earth was he to see after everything — the weighing in 
the market, the delivery of stores and other materials 
the seeing after the men, and so forth ? 

3639. Witness. — The first part of these instructions 
I adhere to at the present moment. 

2640. Mr. Exham. — No doubt you take care of the 
stock when you can ; but is there anyone to answer 
for you in your absence, when anyone or any cart may 
go into the yard and take stock or materials away?— 
There is not anyone. 

2641. Mr. M'Evoy. — Looking after the men only 
refers to entering in a book where the men were 
working. 

2642. Mr. Exham. — Have you to give any security 
to the Town Commissioners ? — No. 

2643. What is your salary ? — When I came here 
first my salary was £1 a week — now it is £1 5s. 

2644. Mx - . Lawless. — It is very poor indeed. 

2645. Witness. — I think it right to say no complaint 
has been made outside the yard against me. 

2646. Mr. M'Evoy. — It was purely voluntarily 
made, that report of his about the asphalte. 

2647. Mr. Exham. — Y es, and he made it on the 
day after. 

2648. Mr. Lawless. — He acted very properly in 
doing so. 

2649. Witness. — I entered it the moment I heard 
it after it left the yard. 

2650. Mr. Exham. — Yes ; you gave in a report that 
Mr. Crosthwaite got 13 cwt., and I see no order of the 
Commissioners ordering the refund of the balance he got. 

2651. Witness. — I believe Mr. Crosthwaite paid back 
money. 

2652. Mr. Exham. — Did he pay for the full balance? 

2653. Town Clerk. — I gave in evidence that the 
amount of the difference, as made up by the store- 
keeper, was paid by Mr. Crosthwaite. 

2654. Mr. M'Evoy. — What he paid was not the full 
value of what he got. 

2655. Mr. Lawless. — We will not go into that 
question at present. 

2656. Mr - . Henry, Glasthule. — I have a complaint 
to make as a ratepayer. I put property into the mar- 
ket-yard, and I believe the same was not returned to me. 

2657. Mr. Lawless. — Do you say you lost your 
property ? — Yes, I do. 

2658. Mr. Exham. — Have you complained of it. 

1659. Storekeeper. — When I asked him for the tolls, 

he said, “ You must follow me for that.” 

2660. Mr. Henry.- — That is an untrue statement. 

2661. Mr. Lawless. — Mr. Tomlinson may go. 


Dr. John Roche examined. 


2662. Mr. Lawless. — I think you are one of the 
Town Commissioners ? — Yes. The first thing I want 
to say is to contradict a statement made here to the 
effect that I asked Mi-. Pallas, the engineer, to inspect 
certain bricks in order to show that they were not the 
quality specified in the contract. I did not ask Mr. 
Pallas to inspect any bricks at any place. The next 
thing I have to say is in reference to the case stated 
relative to’ the bill of costs amounting to £1,289, for 
opposing bills in Parliament. I objected to an ex parte 
case altogether. W e had two opinions of eminent coun- 
sel, but there was no reference to these opinions in the 
case stated. We had the opinion of Mr. Pallas, the 
present Chief Baron, that the Commissioners had no 
power to oppose the scheme at all. The Commis- 
sioners then withdrew, and had to pay £90 costs. At 
that stage ajudgment was obtained against the rates ; 
and I say that the ratepayers were not properly 
represented in the preparation or arguing of that case. 

2663. Was the case stated in consequence of a reso- 
lution of the Board of Commissioners ? — I will tell you 


the actual facts. I was not here when the resolution 
about the case was adopted. 

2664. Was the case stated in pursuance of a reso- 
lution of a majority of the Board? — I thi nk so. It 
was before my time at the Bog,rd, but I was here on 
the day it was adopted. It was not read to us at all. 

2665. Mr. M'Evoy . — You became a Commissioner 
in 1875. 

2666. Witness. — Mr. M'Evoy was in favour of it, 
and he asked me to support it. I said I knew nothing 
about it. 

2667. Was it adopted by a majority of the Board, 
you dissenting ? — Yes. It was on the 2nd March, 
1875. We had also Mr. May’s opinion in reference 
to the opposition of the Gas Bill of the Corporation of 
Dublin, and he held we were in the right. 

2668. The Town Clerk handed in a minute of the 
Board bearing date March 2nd, 1875, which was as 
follows : — 

“At an adjourned monthly meeting of the Commissioners, a draft 
case to be stated for the judgment of the Court, was submitted, ft 
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ivas moved by Mr. M'Evoy, and duly seconded — 1 That the amended 
draft case now submitted’ to the Board, he, and is hereby approved 
of, and that Mr. Lalor, our solicitor, be requested to communicate 
with Mr. Monroe, barrister, on the subjectof proceeding.’ Question 
put and carried, Dr. Roche dissenting ; and that Sir. Lalor be in- 
formed that the Commissioners prefer to await Mr. Monroe’s return 
from circuit." 

2669. Mr. Lawless. — Is there any further meeting 
about it oh the minutes ! I mean is there any further 
minute of instruction with reference to the case ! 

2670. Mr. M'Evoy. — If all is to be seen, we should 
begin at the beginning. 

2671. Mr. Exham.— We would like to see the 
minute, if there is such, authorising the solicitor to 
sign the case on behalf of the Commissioners. 

2672. Mr. M'Evoy. — Here, I have the part in my 
hand about these bridges. It runs thus : — 

“ On the 10th July, 1874, a letter was read from Mr. Sharkey, 
Parliamentary agent, relative to the cost of opposing the Dublin 
Bridges and Dublin Gas Bills of 1873, and it was moved and 
seconded, 1 That Mr. Lalor be consulted on the subject of Mr. 
Sharkey’s letter. • Question put and carried." 

2673. Mr. Exham. — Show me the resolution of the 
Board authorising Mr. Lalor to sign the case. If there 
is no resolution of the Town Commissioners, I do not 
see what authority he had to sign such a case and to 
bind the ratepayers. 

2674. Mr. M'Evoy. — Mr. Ennis might be able to 
tell us, if he read out that draft case to the Commis- 
sioners, the day on which it was submitted. 

2675. Mr. Ennis. — I am not clear. 

2676. Mr. Lawless. — You would probably remem- 
ber it. Surely there was some authority recorded in 
the books to sanction proceedings in such an impor- 
tant case. 

2677. Mr. Exham. — If not, it would be allowing 
the paying away of public money very loosely. Such 
things, if sanctioned at all, should be carried out in a 
regular and proper manner. 

2678. Mr. M'Evoy. — I did not know the “ Bridges” 
were included in it. I thought it was only about the 
Gas Bill costs. 

2679. Town Clerk. — I have examined the minutes, 
and I don’t see any further resolution with respect to 
the stating of that case. 

2680. Mr. Exham.— S how us any authority given 
by the Town Commissioners for such a proceeding. 

2681. Mr. Lawless. — Or show us the order on the 
special case. 

2682. Mr. Exham. — Opinions were given on the sub- 
ject by the present Chief Baron, and also by the present 
Lord Chief Justice. Were those opinions ever brought 
before the Commissioners 1 

2683. Town Clerk. — Oh, yes. 

2684. Mr. Exham. — T he Chief Baron’s is as far 
back as 1872. 

2685. Mr. Lawless. — Yes; and he thought the Gas 
Bill did not interfere with the rights of the Commis- 
sioners in any way ; so they were not justified in oppos- 
ing it, and the costs should not have been paid out of 
the rates. Show me Mr. Lalor’s bill of costs that we 
may see what are the directions as stated in it for 
signing this case. (Bill of costs produced.) (Reading 
from Mr. Lalor’s bill of costs.) I see that Mr. Lalor 
says that on the 4th November, 1874, he received the 
draft special case to be submitted to the court, and 
that after consulting Messrs. Molloy and Watson, soli- 
citors, he would report the result of the interview. It 
appears also that on the 22nd of November he had an 
interview with Mr. Sharkey’s attorneys, Messrs. Molloy 
and Watson, and Mr. Watson said he was ready with 
the plaint in the case. Then there appears to have 
been a further interview between Messrs. Molloy and 
Watson and Mr. Lalor on the 21st of February, 1875. 
There is the usual charge made for reading the letter 
from the secretary, stating that the Commissioners had 
passed a resolution of the 2nd March, 1875, acting on 
the suggestion of Mr. Monroe, as contained in Mr. 
Lalor’s letter. This appears to dispose of the matter 
before the Commissioners as far as they were con- 
cerned. The next thing that appeal's is that on the 


3rd May, 1875, judgment was given on the special Kingstown. 
case in favour of the plaintiff. _ Ayrtf 14,1877. 

2686. Mr. Exham. — I see from this bill of costs Dr John 
that Mr. Monroe struck out some passages on the draft Roche, 
case, and added others. It does not appear that the 
Board were ever called upon to approve of these altera- 
tions or that the draft case was ever submitted to them 

for further consideration or to obtain their authority 
to have it brought before the court. 

2687. Mr. Lawless. — Can the letter mentioned in 
Mr. Lalor’s bill of costs as received by him, on the 
21st of February, 1875, in reference to this case be 
found 1 I see he charged in his bill the usual fee 
for reading that letter. 

2688. Mr. Barrett. — Mr. Lalor would be able to 
give the required information. 

2689. Mr. Exham. — Then it would be well to have 
Mr. Lalor here. We want, in the first place, the 
resolution on the books of the Commissioners 
authorizing, Mr. Lalor to sign this case as finally 
settled by counsel. 

2690. Witness. — Mr. Monroe’s opinion was decisive ; 
and, if we were right in opposing it, why did we go 
further! 

2691. Mr. Lawless. — Mr. Lalor’s charge is the 
usual charge for reading the letter from the Commis- 
sioners, in relation to this case. His charge is dated 
21st of February, 1875. Probably that letter was. 
written on the 20 th. We have the secretary’s letter 
in reply, stating that : — 

“ The Commissioners, have passed a resolution acting on the 
suggestion of Mr. Monroe, as contained in my letter’ 
of such a date, and so on. Can you find any 
resolution from January, 1875, to the 2nd of March 1 
There must have been such a letter. 

2692. Town Clerk. — I have found this minute— 

“ 2nd of December, 1874. 

“A special meeting was called for the purpose of considering a 
letter from Mr. Lalor, enclosing copy of his letter to Messrs. Molloy 
and Watson. It was moved and seconded — ‘That Mr. Lalor s com- 
munication be and is hereby approved of, as regards our opposition 
to the Dublin Bridges Bill.’ ” 

Then, on 18th December, 1874, at another meeting, 
there is this further minute : — : 

“A letter was read from Mr. Lalor, enclosing copy of letter from 
Messrs. Molloy and Watson. Mr. Lalor stated he did not think it 
necessary to require security for costs from the plaintiff. “ was- 
moved by Mr. Galligan, and seconded by Mr. M‘Cready—-‘ That 
security for costs on the part of the plaintiff be not required.’” 

2693. Mr. Lawless. — Yes ; and now I still think 
that the letter which was received by Mr. Lalor on the 
21st of February was written on the 20th of February. 

2694. Mr. Exham. — Was it Mr. Monroe’s sug- 
gestion that security for costs should not be required 
from the plaintiff 1 

2695. Town Clerk. — Certainly. 

2696. Mr. Lawless. — Is there any other reso- 
lution! 

2697. Town Clerk. — Yes ; on the 3rd of May, 1875, 
there is this : — 

“ In the ease of Sharkey r. the Commissioners, Mr. Barrett 
submitted a draft ease for counsel, on the mode of paying Mr. 

Sharkey’s costs and other debts, on the part of Board. Resolved— 

• That the draft case prepared by Mr. Barrett lj ‘ 3 

solicitor of the Board, to make what ur* 
the preparation of the casein this m 
carried, Dr. Roche dissenting .” 


e referred ti 
it he thinks proper in 
, ’ Question put and 


2698. Mr. Lawless. — Was not that the day on 
which the judgment of the court was given! — Yes. 

2699. Mr. Exham.— S o far as it appears up to the 

present, there was never any authority given by the 
Town Commissioners to sign that special case on their 
behalf. . 

2700. Mr. Lawless. — Unless there is a resolution 
which we have not seen as yet. 

2701. Witness . — An order was made by the 
Board, as well as I recollect, on 19th November, 1875, 
requesting the solicitor to prepare a case for opinion 
of counsel as to whether the chairman of the Board, . 
Mr. M'Evoy, was liable for Mr. Hassard’s costs. 
Mr. Hassard was an engineer employed by the 
direction of the chairman, and he sought to make the 
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• Kinqstow. Commissioners liable for Ins fees. The case proceeded, 
April 14, 1877. and judgment was given to the effect that the Com- 
Dr. John niissioners were liable. We objected to pay because 
Roche: " • we considered the chairman was not the Board, but a 
single individual. He directed the secretary, and 
therefore the chairman should be primarily liable. 

2702. Mr. Lawless. — Was Sir. Hassard’s claim paid 
out of the rates ? — Yes ; there is also a resolution that 
Sir J olm Hawkshaw should be employed as consulting 
engineer. 

2703. Mr. Exham. — Was that done by a vote? — 
The chairman directed the secretary to request Sir John 
Hawkshaw to send in certain- plans. There was a 
similar resolution passed by the Corporation of Dublin 
preparatory to certain work to be executed by them, 
for which over thirty plans were sent in, and not one 
penny was paid for them. 

2704. Mr. Lawless. — Was a case submitted to coun- 
sel as to the liability of the chairman ? — Ho, not of the 
chairman. 

2705. Was there any case submitted to counsel in 
consequence of this resolution i — Any case about Mr. 
Hassard — there was no opinion of counsel taken pre- 
viously to the case of Hassard against the Board. 

2706. Mr. Exham. — What Dr. Roche says is this — 

the engineer was employed by the chairman. Show 
us now any resolution of the Commissioners that Mr. 
Hassard was to be employed 1 , 

2707. Town Clerk. — Under date of July, 1873, the 
requisition of meeting states — 

“That the sewerage plans prepared for the township be referred 
to a consulting engineer to report upon, with such recommendations 
as may appear to him expedient and necessary." 

It was then agreed to on the motion of the chair- 


“ That the plans in question be submitted to a consulting engineer 
for tbe purpose mentioned in the requisition, and that such engineer 
be informed that tbe Board was anxious for him to confine his 
report and suggestions within the limit of the township.” 


Before the chairman left the chair he told me that Mr. 
Doyle, our own engineer, had forwarded his own plans 
to Sir John Hawkshaw. That transpired on the 4th 
August, 1873. 

2708. (Suggested by Mr. M’JSvoy). — Were uot Mr. 
Hassard’s plan before the Board that day as one of 
the plans for the drainage of Kingstown ? 

2709. Town Clerk. — Yes, I think they were spoken 
of amongst the others. 

3710. Mr. Lawless.-— Did lie furnish plans?— He 
did j his plans were not on the wall, but the plan pre- 
pared by our own town surveyor showed, in different 
coloured lines, the various schemes that had been pro- 
posed by Mr. Pallas, Mr. Hassard, Sir John Hawkshaw, 
and his own. 

2711. Did you forward the plans to Mr. Hassard ? 

I did. 

2712. Was it for the inspection of these different 
plans that he sent in his claim afterwards? — Yes ; his 
claim rested chiefly onmy directions in the letter, and 
some alteration made in the plans. 

2713. Was what you did done by the direction of 
the chairman ? — Yes ; Mr. M'Evoy was chairman at 
that time, and not Mr. Crosthwaite, as has been- 
stated. 

2714. Had Mr. Hassard any other claim against the 
Commissioners at that time ?— No, he had not. 

2715. Mr. Exham. — On Mr. Hassard being em- 
ployed he sent in plans, and then the question was 
whether he was to be paid out of the rates or out of 
the Chairman’s own pocket. Is this so ?— Yes. At 
that— teld 011 ^ 4th ° f Au S ust ’ 1873, 1 find 


The Chairman reported he had ordered Mr. Ennis to write to 
Mr. Hassard to forward his plans to the Board. An amendment to 
recall the letter was moved, and lost, the resolution to have the 
plans sent being earned on a division.” 


A further resolution runs thus : 


11 That our secretary bo directed 
liis report on the sewerage-plans, as 
the plans submitted to Mr Hassard.' 


to write to Mr. Hawkshaw for 
the Board does not recognise 


All these resolutions were produced in the Court of 
Exchequer on the trial, and the Chief Baron directed 
the jury that the Chairman and secretary should be 
looked upon as the executive of the Board, because 
they did a great part of its business. 

2716. Mr. Lawless. — Was there a verdict for Mr 
Hassard? — Yes. 

2717. After the verdict we cannot go behind it. 

2718. I also wish to give evidence with a view of 

expressing an opinion that the Local Government 
Board and the Board of Works should be one and the 
same body. And on the working of the Pood and 
Drugs Act, which is a good Act, when the inspector 
requires an article for examination he may be told 
that it is not exposed for sale. The law is thereby 
baffled. - 1 

2719. Mr. Exham. — This is a matter, however 
. useful, which does not come within the scope of our 

inquiry. We will allow Dr. Roche’s opinion to go on 
the notes, but we cannot do more. 

2720. Witness. — I consider the Sanitary Act also is 
not sufficiently applied to poor lodging-houses. The poor 
people should be made to wash their bed-clothes. I 
think there is a provision in the Act to meet such a 
case, but it is in fact inoperative here. 

2721. Town Clerk. — The Commissioners have greatly 
to complain of the round-about working of the Sanitary 
Act, which imposes great difficulties in their way in 
carrying out the Act efficiently. 

2722. Mr. Exham. — We have had the same com- 
plaint made over and over again in almost all the 
towns we have visited. 

2723. Dr. Roche. — With reference to the estimates 
for the town hall I have the opinion of a professional 
man that the alterations suggested by the Public 
Works Commissioners in the frontage of the original 
plan would involve an increased expenditure of several 
thousand pounds, perhaps .£8,000, thereby doubling 
the original estimate by one-half. 

2(24. Mr. Lawless. — Was £8,000 the original esti- 
mate ? — Yes, the estimate cost. 

2725. Mr. Barrett. — But that plan which would 
involve the greatly increased sum has not been, 
adopted. 

2726. Mr. Exham. — These plans can be altered as 
other plans here have been altered. That appears to 
be a local practice here. 

2727. Mr. Barrett. — The plans have been altered at 
the instance of the Board of Works, but we have not 
adopted their alterations. Our plans are the plans of 
Mr. Robinson. 

2728. Dr. Roche. — What I contend is this — that the 
Commissioners have been in the habit of adopting plans 
on bare professional suggestions without getting a 
written document, whereby professional character 
might be put to the test, and without requiring a pro- 
fessional man to give a business-like exposition of his 
particular view. In this case we had a written expo-- 
sition of the original plan, but not of the suggested' 
alterations. 

2729. Mr. Exham. — Is it your opinion that Mr. 

Doyle or any other engineer or architect before he 
altered 'his mind with reference to a plan, ought to 
show good reason and authority for it ? It is. 

2730. Mr. Barrett. — Advertisements were inserted 
in the newspapers requesting plans, and several having 
been sent in Mr. Robinson’s was accepted. The esti- 
mate to work out that plan is £8,000, and we all 
believe that it can be built for £8,000. On our sub- 
mitting these plans to the Board of Works they wanted 
to alter them, and we found that these alterations 
would involve a much higher estimate. I say we 
cannot afford that. Advertisements have been put in 
the papers for contracts to carry out the plans, and 
we will then see if they can be done for our original 
estimate of £8,000. 

2731. Town Clerk. — It is well known in these 
building plans that the general design of the work may 
be unaltered, while small changes may be made both 
inside and outside to suit the plans which the contractor 
will be called upon to work out. When the working 
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plans are made they may be varied in a degree, but in 
no sense so considerable as to interfere with the ori- 
ginal design of the Commissioners. In fact they will 
be altered, if necessary, to bring them down to suit the 
original amount borrowed to erect the building. 

2732. Dr. Roche. — With reference to the asphalte, 

I was somewhat more practically interested in that, 
and so made some inquiries. We were surcharged 
£180 for ground limestone, at least those Commissioners 
were who had to do with the transaction. We adver- 
tised for tenders for asphalte, and we got one from the 
Val de Travers Company, offering it for £3 12s., and 
another offering it at £4 10s. £3 12s. was a low 
figure, and we did not accept it. A party said to me, 

“ I have the Val de Travers doing some work for me, 
and they are doing it to my satisfaction. I want to 
get the supplying of it to the Commissioners, and if 
you can aid me, and the Commissioners accept my price, 

I will give you a commission.” The price named was 
£3 12s. a ton. I said that the Commissioners were 
about to produce asphalte on their own account at a 
lower figure than £3 12s. Mr. Fottrell then said, “ I 
will then take away my patent, and you will mark the 
consequences.” We inquired from a competent party 
what would vitiate the patent prior to publication. I 
had heard about it from Mr. Brady, who had the con- 
tract for the laying of the particular piece of work out 
of which the surcharge arose. 

2733. Mr. Exham. — Did you enter into .the laying 
contract without advertising? — No. 

2734. Did you advertise for the materials ? 

2735. Mr. Barrett. — There was no use in adver- 
tising, because the article could not be got from any 
other person but Mr. Fottrell. 

2736. Mr. Lawless. — Yes, but at the same time 
the Act of Parliament plainly requires that you should 
have done what was not done. The auditor would not 
listen to your argument that the state of tilings dis- 
pensed with the expediency of advertising. 

2737. Mr. Barrett. — The surcharged parties got an 
opinion on the subject, and they still think they are 
right. 

2738. Dr. Roche. — Another matter I want to inform 
you about is the insufficient ventilation of the sewers. 
The ventilators nearly all over the town are not of the 
correct kind, and they are, in my opinion, almost 
worthless. In the man-holes this very frequently 
occurs. The ventilators are insufficient in number 
and insufficient in design. 

2739. Mr. Exham. — Do you think that is prejudicial 
to the houses by not giving a proper escape of sewage 
w as 1 — Yes, that is my opinion ; and when a large 
sewer is constructed, if the ventilation is not attended 
to, the work is necessarily not complete. 

2740. Mr. Lawless. — Have you ever brought this 
subject of imperfect ventilation and sewerage before 
the Board of Commissioners? — In 1875 I brought the 
matter before the sewerage committee, of which I was 
rimirman at that time, and we had a resolution passed 
that Mr. Doyle, our engineer, before he would give a 
certificate to the contractor, should satisfy himself that 
the work was in that respect properly executed. 

2741. That appears to me to be rather an important 
resolution. Can it be got for us ? 

2742. Town Clerk. — My impression is it is in the 
auditor’s report, and the report you have fully on your 
notes. 

2743. Dr. Roche. — I spoke to Mr. Palles several 
times on the subject and also to others. In fact I took 
so great an interest in the matter that every lad in 
town called me the “ Ventilator.” 

2744. Town Clerk— l don’t recollect the resolution 
referred to by Dr. Roche. 

2745. Dr. Roche. — I saw the resolution, and it will 
be found on the minute book of the sewer committee. 
I have also to say, with regard to the Lords of the 
Treasury, that although they are empowered to grant 
loans extending over thirty years for sanitary purposes 
they won’t do it for us. 

2746. Mr. Lawless. — Is there any other matter to 
which you wish to draw our attention.- Dr. Roche? — 


No, sir ; but 1 would like you to see that resolution of 
the sewer committee. 

2747. Mr. Exham. — Have you any memorandum 
saying what that resolution was? — I read it myself in 
the books two or three days ago. It says the surveyor 
is not to give a certificate to the contractor until he is 
able to satisfy the sewer committee that the work has 
been properly done. 

2748. Mr. Lawless. — We will require that resolu- 
tion to be found. It is an important resolution, and 
there ought to be no difficulty about getting it for us. 

2749. Mr. Exham. — Have you, as a medical man, 
formed any opinion about the sanitary condition of the 
town ? — I do not think the sanitary condition is. in 
such a bad state at all as represented. I think, taking 
any town in England or Ireland, and comparing it with 
this, Kingstown would be found third in the rate of 
mortality, and I think it is a very clean town. 

2750. What about the lanes and alleys of which we 
heard so much? — They are in course of being im- 
proved. We have been lately discussing that. 

2751. Eleven years has passed since the passing of 
the Public Health Act, and what has been done ? Dr. 
O’Flaherty said, that what Mr. Haliday said in his 
book in 1866, was still in a great part true. Ho said 
there were numbers of places in the same condition 
still. No sewers, no ashpits, no privies, houses over- 
crowded, in fact, places not fit for human habitation ? 

Well, I think the worst of it is the overcrowding of 

the houses. There has hardly been time yet for a 
complete working of the Public Health Act. 

2752. Mr. Exham. — Under the Act, which does 
not require time for carrying out the provisions rela- 
ting to houses unfit for human habitation, what 
have you to do except to summon the owners and get 
an order to have them closed ? 

2753. Witness. — I do not think the Commissioners 
can have their officers under such discipline, as to be 
able to remedy through them every want. 

2754. Is it your opinion then, that the Commis- 
sioners cannot by their officers prevent overcrowding ? 
— The people take in friends. 

2755. Take in friends in a place unfit for human 
habitation, which has not any sewer but the street, or 
privy, or ashpit, and no means of putting them in, and 
where the human filth is put in a bucket and thrown 
out at night in the public street. In your opinion, 
should that state of things be allowed ? — I would not 
say a house was unfit for human habitation because 
the filth is put into a bucket, it is quite as good as a 
sewer or water-closet. 

2756. Dr. O’Flaherty says there is no accommoda- 
tion of the kind, and therefore perforce the filth 

• must go into the public street, and where there is no 
sewer this is to a large extent done; although that 
state of things has been partially remedied. Does it 
continue still in many cases ? — I am not aware that it 
does. 

2757. Mr. Lawless. — Do you know the poorer parts 
of the town, I mean do you know the condition of 
these parts?— Well, Dr. O’Flaherty has opportunities 
of seeing things which I have not, going about as 
medical officer. But as chairman of the sewerage 
committee, I heard many things about the sewerage of 
the town. 

2758. Mr. Perrin. — The sanitary medical officer 
describes the nuisance himself from personal observa- 
tion on which he makes his report. The. sanitary 
officer in this case, Dr. O’Flaherty, gets only £10 a 
year for all he does. 

2759. Mr. Lawless. —Yes, and very miserable 
remuneration it is. 

2760. Town Clerk.— Will you ask Dr. Roche for 
me, while you were chairman of the sanitary or sewer 
committee, had you any reason to complain of the 
sanitary officers, and was there not an anxiety on the 
part of the Commissioners to see everything carried 

out ? There was no complaint ; and to the latter part 

of your question, I answer, yes. 

2761. Mr. Barrett. — No doubt, an immensity of 
work has been done. 


KlNOSTOWW. 
April 14,1877. 
Dr. John 
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Kingstown. 2762. Town Cleric. — Dr. Roche resigned, and the 
April 14,1877. Commissioners induced him to come hack again. 

Dr John 2763. Mr. Lawless. — Have you a general aequaint- 

Ro'che. ance with the proposed system of sewerage works that 

are being carried out in. the town ? — I have. 

2764. Will that system, if it be completed, confer 
advantages on the poor people of the town? — I think 
it could be made ta do so. 

2765. Mr. Exham. — You say that Mr. Pallas men- 
tioned to you that the bricks you spoke about were not 
of the specified quality. Were there complaints made 
about the qualities of these bricks? — I think Mr. 
Henry told me about them. I saw they were white- 
looking bricks. I know nothing myself about them, 
but if I wanted to know I would ask some one. Che- 
mically I know as much about them as any engineer. 
Tf any brick can be burned well chemically it is a good 
brick. There is a practice by the engineer of the 
Commissioners of cutting off the water at night, and 
several parties are complaining about that. If a fire 
should occur there would not be a sufficient pressure 
to extinguish it, and the practice is also objectionable 
on sanitary grounds. 

2766. Mr. Lawless. — Who has the care of that? 

Mr. Doyle (town surveyor). — We do not cut olf the 

water unless we have found a leak. 

2767. Mr. Kelly (Town Commissioner). — The water 


is never shut off but when it is necessary, and when it 
can be done with safety. We used to shut it off at a 
certain hour because there was a large waste of water 
and on examining into the matter we found this was 
caused more from large cracks in the pipes than any- 
thing else. In these cases where it has been shut ofi 
I have known Mr. Doyle to stay up all night himself 
in case anything might occur. 

2768. Dr. Roche . — That answer affects the sanitary 
matter. The water mains laid in this town have no- 
thing to separate them from the sewers but a brick so 
that where the mains rim alongside the sewers there 
should be brickwork to keep them well apart. If not, 
the whole town may be poisoned, as the sewage matter 
if it escapes, may get into the cracks of the water pipes. 

2769. Are the mains made too near the sewers ? 

Mr. Doyle . — Where you cross the sewer you can’t 

help it. I have been engaged in waterworks where we 
ran the pipes on the top of the sewers. 

2770. Dr. Roche . — Disease has been traced to that 
very thing in Oxford University. 

2771. Mr. Doyle . — The main is three feet under the 
surface in this country. 

2772. Mr. Lawless. — Do you think it is good engi- 
neering to have the mains in such close proximity to 
the sewers ? — We have them separate as much as pos- 
sible, and where they run parallel what can you do. 


Mr. Michael 
Patrick Duff. 


Mr. Michael Patrick Duff examined. 


2773. Mr. Lawless. — What office do you hold, 
Duff, under the Commissioners ? — Head ganger. 

277 4. What are your duties ? — I superintend every- 
thing connected with the scavenging. 

2775. Mr. Perrin. — He lays down the pipes. 

2776. Mr. M‘Evoy. — Yes, connecting the houses 
with the main sewers. 

2777. Mr. Lawless. — Do you lay down or inspect 
the making of the connexion between the houses and 
the main sewer ? — Whore there is a small sewer I have 
to connect it with the big one. 

2778. Are you an engineer ? — I am not. I am a 
practical working man. 

2779. How many men have you in the scavenging 
department ? — Sixteen. 

2780. It is your duty to see that these men do their 
duty every day ? — It is. 

2781. Do yon inspect the streets of this town every 
day ? — Yes. 

2782. Do you know the small houses in the «mall 
courts where the poor people live ? — Yes. 

2783. Do your men see to the cleaning of these 
small places or courts 1— Yes. 

2784. .When was that street called Wellington- 
street cleaned ? — Yesterday morning. 

2785. It is just as bad as ever this morning. Filth 
and refuse scattered about there everywhere. I saw 
it myself, and so did Mr. Exham. 

2786. Mr. Perrin. — lb was cleaned yesterday be- 
cause you were here. 

2787. Witness. — To-morrow morning the men will 
go to work there again. 

2788. Mr. Exham. — Leaving this one day’s interval. 

2789. Witness. — Every day we go round, Sunday as 
well. 

2790. Mr. Lawless. — You appear to me to have a 
good many different departments to attend to. You 
have to attend to the scavenging, the drainage, the 
sanitary part of the drainage, as well as the disposition 
of the filth and ashes ? — Yes. 

2791. With your men? — Yes. 

2792. What are the regular duties of the men under 
your direction with regard to that?— They go round to 
these poor places and see them cleaned. 

.2793- Do they go to these places where there is a 
pnvy common to more houses than one?— They do. 

2794. Mr. Exham. — Do they empty them of then- 
own accord, or do they wait for directions?— They 
wait for directions from the sanitary committee ; t hen 
I bring a staff of men and have them cleaned out. 


2795. Except you get directions for sweeping these 
lanes, alleys, and courts, do your men touch them 
as a matter of course ? — No. 

2796. What are your duties as to making connect- 
ing drains from houses to the public sewers, because 
that would appear to me to be the duty of the town 
surveyor? — If there is a connecting dram wanted, the 
town surveyor tells me to bring my men and materials 
and connect it. 

2797. Do you superintend the doing of that kind of 
work ? — I superintend doing it myself. 

27 98. What becomes of the scavenging all this time? 
— I have the men told off in the course of the evening 
or the day for making the connecting sewers, and I 
leave these men at their work, and then go round to see 
if the other men are in their proper departments. 

2799. Are you not sometimes engaged making con- 
necting sewers all day, and then what time have you 
to look after the scavenging? — I always go round to 
see if everything is correct. 

2800. Who checks the levels for these connecting 
drains ? — Myself. 

2801. Were you brought up to that? — No; lam 
a practical man. 

2802. Mr. Perrin. — I saw him the other day making 
a sewer in Corrig-avenue. I asked him had he any- 
one superintending the works with him. He said 
not. 

2803. Who superintends the joining of these pipes ? 

2804. How do you join them? — Where we have 
not cement, we have a fine clay. With this day we 
make puddle, and with this we staunch the pipes. It 
is a very good way; and what is more, it never leaks. 

2805. Does the town surveyor take any part in this 
kind of work ? — He comes round occasionally to see if 
we are there. 

2806. Does he examine these drains before they are 
closed up? — Some he does, and some he does not. 

2807. Supposing you were going to' make a drain 
close to one of these sewers, who would make the con- 
nexion? — I would make whatever connexion was 
wanted. 

2808. How would you make it? — Get a pipe 
according as the case might be, to suit, make a hole 
ready in the pipe or sewer, fit in the connecting pipe, 
and then put the staunching clay_ round it. 

2809. Do you put them in at right angles to the 
sewer?— I don’t know what that means. I gave 
them a certain regular fall. I put them within two 
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or ft.ee inches of the bottom. If the dmm is ™ 7 2835. In order to ley Si°Y«“fte M TZ. 

deep we put them down at the aide of it. any pipes that had been theie • > <_ 

2810. Do you put any of them right at the top of twelve-inch. . . v Mr. Michael 

!— Very seldom, just according to the level. Mostly 2836. Did you put down these pipes ?— Yes , some Patrick Duff . 


it ? — Very seldom, just according to the level. Mostly 
always at the side. 

2811. Do you do this with the street scavengers? — 
Yes. 

2812. Did you ever see the town surveyor take a 
level in putting in one of these connecting drains ? — 
No. 

2813. Did you ever see him take a level when he 
was marking out or putting in any sewer or drain? — 
No. 

2814. If he came on the ground where you were 
working did he give you orders as to the doing of the 
work 1 — -Sometimes he would. 

2815. Mr. Lawless. — Who are the men who work ? 


weeks ago. . . 

2837. Mr. Exham. — This work is not laid down in 
the map of 1874. 

2838. Mr. Doyle .— It was done some years ago. 

2839. Mr. Lawless. — Did you for the purpose of 
laying down the fifteen-inch pipe, take up any pipe 
besides what you had previously laid down yourself? 
— Only half a pipe. 

2840. Was that half a pipe any portion of what you 
laid down? — No. 

2841. What dimension was the pipe you took up i 
— Twelve-inch pipe. 

2842. Why did you remove it? — To make room tor 


—Well, every kind. I generally bring the best and ourselves for the corresponding of the two PP es > 
the hardiest with me to do good work Some I keep nine-inch and the twelve-inch to drop into the little 
at the scavenging. We accommodate omnelves as m S“ e ^ e ^' Jl , r _ A „ „ d er.tsnd that a 

best we can to. get the work done. lyir. libam. ai» % . n „ nT1 ,l 

2816. Mr. Exham.— Did you make some drains at fifteen-inch is put in the place of the twelve-inch, and 

Royal-terrace ? — Yes. I made the pipe joinings that the eigliteen-mch pipe is put m place ot athiee 
there with cement feet by two sewer? — Yes. 

2817. Did you do the work there with the scaveng- 2844. Was this work shown in any p!an submitted 


ing men ? — Yes. 

2818. Suggested by Mr. Perrin. — Were you the 
man who got the pipes ready, and laid them at Castle- 
park, and were they removed afterwards? — Yes; 
some came up; Some old pipes were taken up that 
were put down years ago. 

2819. How many times did you put pipes down 
there? — Twice. 

2820. Why was it necessary to put them down a 
second time ? — The former ones were not sufficient to 
take the pressure of the water coming out there. The 
others were too old. 

2821. How long is it since the twelve-inch pipes 
were put down?-rI don’t know. I have no record 
of it. 

2822. Mr. Perrin. — I saw them put down. The 
contractor was four or five years putting down sewers 
there, and were there not several put down?— -Mr. 
Doyle. — No. 

2823. Witness. — There were only two. 

2824. Mr. Lawless. — At all events were you 
obliged to take up the twelve-inch, and put in a 
fifteen ? — By the connexion a twelve and a nine came 
into a fifteen. 

2825. Mr. Exham. — Have you left part of the nine 
and part of the twelve ? If it was too small before is 
it not too small now ? — Some time ago there was an 
overflow, and a twelve-inch pipe was put down along 
the road by Michael O’Brien’s property. This pipe 
comes up from the old main and meets the fifteen- 
inch pipe. 

2826. How many feet long was that ? — I did not 
measure that. 

2827. Did you put down that nine-inch pipe under 
the direction of Mr. Doyle? — The nine-inch pipe 
comes as far as Breffni-terrace, and that was done 


by Mr. Doyle to the Local Government Board In- 
spector? — (No answer.) . 

Mr. M'Evoy. — "Would you see if it was in the 
estimates. . „ ,. , 

2845. Mr. Exham:. — It is not in the estimates 
shown to us. 

2846. Mr. Lawless.— While the men were doing 
this work were they paid in the ordinary way as 
scavengers? — They were. 

2847. Mr. Exham. — Did Mr. Doyle, before you 

took up that nine-inch pipe, give you any levels for 
the men to work by ? — No. , _r 

2848. Did he go to inspect the work?— He was 

there several times. ^ „ 

2849. Do you know the sewer at New Cross-avenuef 

2850. tVas that lately taken up? — Yes. 

2851. Is that one of the new sewers or an old one? 
It is a new one. 

2852. Mr. Doyle. — New or old, it was made lour 


the new sewers you made. 

Mr. Doyle.— Yes, it was a new sewer made by Mr. 
Sexton. 

2854. Was it opened lately ? 

Witness (Duff).— I opened it the other day and turned 
the Vartry water into it. I washed it out with the 
Vartry water, but I could not get much out of it. 

2855. Was it stopped ? — It was. • 

2856 Did you wash away the stuff that was in the 

sewer, having first made it fluid by the aid of the 
Vartry water? — I did. 

2857. In your opinion was that a proper sewer ! 
No, sir ; not for that neighbourhood. 

-Why? — It should have been a great deal 


some yearn ago. Tbe twelve-inch pipe lies in another ^ ^ ^ ^ of ^ sc „r1_Hme, 

EtadJ! ”' e “ d s “ d J rC0 ' ,e 

2830. Mr. Perrin. — About ten months ago the connecting dram 8 that y ,, con nectin" 

Commissioners put down by arrangement a fifteen- Iteto tt, epvp^ ^ ^ ^ 


inch pipe, and- 

2831. Witness . — What I speak of is at Castle Park- 
avenue and Sandyeove-road. 

2832. Mr. Lawless.— Did you make these connect- 
ing sewers from Michael O’Brien’s house and the 
main sewer at Castle Park-avenue ? — Yes. That 
work was done some years ago. 

2833. When was the last work done there?— A 
few weeks ago. 

2834. What was the dimension of the last pipe you 
laid down ? — A fifteen-inch pipe. 


2862* Mr. Doyle . — That sewer was made in 1872. 
2863. Witness (Duff).— The sewerage spurted up 

m 2864 aC Mr Exham.— Do you know the house of any 
gentleman in that avenue, where the sewerage came 
up in consequence of the bursting of tbe drain?--! 
saw that in the yard. When I washed out the pipe 
the drainage went away. 

2865. Did you report that to Mr. Doyle? — After 
he saw it. I forgot it at the time. ^ g 
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Mr. Michael 
Patrick Duff. 


2866. How long is that ago ? — A few months. 

2867. Did Mr. Doyle see it? — Yes, he saw it, and 
saw the men working at it. 

2868. Do yo'u know a street called Mulgrave-street ? 
—I do. 

2869. Have you observed the sewerage there ? — 
Yes. 

2870. Are the sewerage woi-ks there in a proper 
state ? — No. 

2871. Does the sewer there provide for the north 
and south side of the street ? — I don’t think it is deep 
enough for the street. 

2872. Is it large enough to provide for the sewer- 
age of Mulgrave-street ? — Oh, it is plenty large, but it 
has not fall enough. 

2873. Mr. Brady. — The contractor worked out the 
plans. 

2874. Mr. Exham. — Mr. Brady says the contractor 
worked out the plans that were given to him , and if 
that is so, the contractor was not to blame. 

2875. Mr. Duff. — Did you inform Mr. Doyle of the 
state of the sewer that you cleaned ? — Yes ; it was all 
cleaned up and made perfect. 

2876. Mr. Exham (to Mr. Doyle.) — The witness 
says that this sewer was laid at an improper level. 
What do you say to that ? 

Mr. Doyle. — What does he know about it ? 

2877< Mr. Exham. — If chat is so, why did you put 
him to make sewers and connecting drains ? 

Mr. Doyle. — I did not set him to make connecting 
drains — I may have set him working. 

2878. Mr. Exham. — He says he has made both 
sewers and connecting drains under your direction ? 
Is that so ? 

Mr. Doyle. — Yes, I directed him. Except at one 
place, it was not found necessary to break the pipe. 
He is not competent to give an opinion on sewerage 
works or drains either. 

2879. Mr. Kelly (Town Commissioner.) — If this 
kind of thing was going on, I must certainly say 
we got no report about it from our head ganger or 
surveyor. 

2880. Mr. Lawless. — Duff says he reported it to 
the engineer. His duty was to report to him and not 
to the Board. 

2881. Mr. Exham. — He says he brought the engi- 
neer there, showed it to him, and then it was cleaned 
out with the Vartry water. It is not for us to say 
why you did not get a report. 

2882. Do you know a sewer that runs from a lane 
at the rere of Upper George’s-street ? — Yes ; that is at 
the north side, at the back of the premises of Mr. 
Downs. 

2883. What sort of a sewer is that ? — We had to 
clean it out a couple of times. 

2884. Is the new one deep enough to drain that 

sewer ' Well, I think it is, but I am not sure. 

2885. Mr. Kelly (Town Commissioner.) — I think 
Mr. Doyle should hear these answers. He is in the 
next room, but I think it is his place to be here. 

2886. Mr. Exham. — I certainly think so too. But 
I have not any power to keep him here. He said 


just now that this man knows nothing about it and 
yet he was put to do the work by him. He ought in 
fairness, listen to the man’s answers as to the works 
he executed. 

2887. Witness (Duff.) — The sewer you speak of is 
one of the last put there. It was stopped two or 
three times. We did not clean it this good bit. It is 
a rubble built sewer covered in. 

2888. Is that sewer at a sufficient level to prevent 
its being choked ? — It is not a bad sewer. 

2889. How does it get choked? — There are a lot of 
people there who sweep their sweepings into the 
grating, and when they keep on at this the drain is 
soon stopped. 

_ 2890. Mi’. Exham. — Is the drain of sufficient capa- 
city to carry these sweepings off, or to take off what 
is cast into it ? — Yes, sir, if it is kept well flushed. 

2891. Mr. Lawless. — I s it an old sewer that is 
there ? — Yes, sir. 

2892. Mr. Doyle. — That is an old pipe that falls, 
into Royal Marine-road. 

2893. (Suggested by Mr. Perrin). — To Mr. Doyle. 
— Do you know the condition of the pipe-sewer lead- 
ing into Sandycove Harbour? Is there anything 
worse in the town ? Mr. Doyle- — Put your question 
again, if you please. 

2894. Are the pipes of the sewer at the point Mr. 
Perrin has mentioned, working so as to carry away 
the sewerage that is carried to the harbour ? — They are- 
not. They were never fit for it at all. 

2895. How long is it since they began to do no 
service ? — They were never fit. 

2896. Who put them down? — Mr. Perrin. — Mr , 
Doyle, I think. 

2897. Mr. Lawless. — Is it at the site of the har- 
bour ? — Mr. Perrin. — In consequence of the discharge 
there it is a perfect nuisance. Had the pipes been 
away altogether it would have been better. 

2898. Do you know anything of a new sewer at 
Haddington-terrace which is stated to us to be a very 
bad one 1 — Mr. Doyle. — I did not do it. I did it 

2899. What size pipe did you put down there? — A 
15-inch pipe. The sewer there was first made ten 
years ago. 

2900. Mr. Perrin. — Would Mr. Ennis be good 
enough to show the Commissioners the order of the 
Board about a sewer repaired at Castlepark -avenue ? — 
Mr. Ennis. — Yes ; it is this year, 1877. The order is 
“ That the town surveyor be instructed to perfect the 
sewer at Castlepai’k-avenue, and remedy tire complaint 
of Mr. O’Brien, at a cost not exceeding £20.” 

2901. Was that put in the estimates? Mr. Doyle 
did you put that in? — Mr. Doyle. — No, I did not. 

2902. Was that wqrk done within the £20 or nott 
— The tenders are not in yet. 

2903. Mr. Lawless (addressing the witness Duff). 
— I must say we both consider you gave your evidence 
in a manner creditable to your truthfulness and intelli- 
gence. We think the Commissioners have a very 
valuable servant in you. 

2904. Mr. Perrin.— -He only gets 30s. a week. 


Mr. J. Braily. 


Mr. J. Bbady examined. 


2905. Mr. Lawless. — On what matter do you wish 
to give evidence? — I want to contradict a statement 
made by Mr. Doyle that I was employed by Mr. 
M‘Evoy to spy after him. 

2906. Mr. Exham. — Were you? — No; decidedly not. 

2907. Mr. M'JEvoy . — He was not. 

2908. Witness . — I saw that the sewerage works 
were not being properly carried out in Mulgrave-street, 
and I, therefore, mentioned the matter to Mr. M‘Evoy, 
he reported the thing to Mr. Kelly, the Town Com- 
missioner, and it then became a public question. I 
made a complaint that the fall of the sewer was in- 
correct. I have been put down here as a nondescript. 


2909. Mr. Exham. — Did you point out what you 
complained of about this sewer to the Commissioners l 
—I did. 

2910. Mr.. Lawless. — That the sewer was, in fact, 
up a hill ? — Yes. When the report was made there 
was a special meeting called, when the committee of 
inspection that was appointed to examine the matter, 
reported. They, I believe, thought that an engineer 
should be appointed, and Duff said in this case too he 
did not think the sewer was made the right way. I 
will point it to you on this plan. (Produces a small 
plan of the sewer. 

2911. Mr. Exham Erom this it appears to us, and 
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so it must to everyone else, that the sewer was made 
wrong. 

2912. Mr. M‘Evoy . — The first minute of the Board 
I find in reference to these sewers is : — 

“The recommendation of No. 2 Committee to increase the weekly 
wages of the head ganger. That the increase be agreed to and 
fixed at 5s. per week in consideration of his increased diligence in 
the discharge of his duties in connexion with the George's-strect 

So the sewer in George’s-street was one of the sewers 
put down by Duff. 


Mr. J. Brady’s examination resumed. 

2913. Mr. Exham. — Did you see that the levels were 
wrong t — Yes. 

2914. Do you still say that they were wrong ? Do 
you mean to tell us that ? — Decidedly. 

2915. Why did you not tell the Board about it? — 

I would not be attended to. Mr. Doyle threatened to 
throw me off the works. The moment I came into Mr. 
Doyle’s office he went out. 

2916. What did he say to you? — He told me to 
mind mine own business, and said that it was his 
business. 

2917. Mx\ M'Evoy. — In consequence of all this I 
thought it advisable to call in another engineer to ex- 
amine the sewers, but the Board of Commissionei-s 
would not adopt my view. 

2918. Mr. Exham (to Mr-. Brady). — Was that the 
time Mr. Doyle said he would throw you off the ground? 
— Yes, decidedly. He brought the police. I said I 
was a ratepayer, and that he could not interfere with 
me. The work was earned through about half way at 
the time, and Mr.- Kelly saw the water had to be 
dammed up into a river. 

2919. Mr. Kelly. — As far as I remember the circum- 
stances, I say that Mr. Doyle was not working to my 
satisfaction at the time. 

2920. Mr. Exham. — Mr. Kelly can be called to give 
evidence on the point if he wishes. 

2921. Witness (Mr. Brady). — In reference to the 
asphalts contract, I want to say a word, with your 
permission, and also with reference to the removal of 
asphalte. It has been alleged by word of mouth and 
through the public press, that I removed asphalte from 
the Commissioners’ premises to Mr. Crosthwaite. That 
went the rounds of the public press, and it was reported 
to the town clerk. 

2922. Did you do so? — Never, sir, to Mr. Cros- 
thwaite or to any other person. I was merely the man 
who laid it, and I would just ask the Commissioners to 
ask Mx\ Duff about my part in it. 

2923. Mr. Exham. — We will. (To Mr. Buff). — 
Do you know anything, Duff, about this asphalte which 
was delivered to Mr. Crosthwaite, so far as Mr. Brady 
was concerned with it ? — Mr. Brady laid it. Mr. Doyle 
desired me to give to Mr. Brady whatever he wanted 
for Mr. Crosthwaite. Previous to that he wanted some 
without Mr. Doyle’s order. I said I would not give it 
on the order of the chairman himself. So then he got 
the verbal order from Mr. Doyle. So I accordingly 
waited to get the order that way, and when I got it 
the asphalte was removed, but Brady only got it by 
Mr. Doyle’s order. 

2924. Mr. Lawless. — In common justice to Brady, 
this should be taken down. 

2925. Mr. Brady. — I just wanted you to hear this. 

2926. Mr. Exham. — If we had known that you 
wanted to make this explanation you should not have 
been kept waiting for an opportunity to make it so 
long. 

2927. Mr. Kelly. — I would ask the Commissioners 
if they have got the reports of the investigation that 
took place ? — Town Clerk. — They are to be had. 

2928. Mr. Exham (to Mr. Boyle. — Mr. Brady says 
that when Mr. Crosthwaite wanted this asphalte laid 
down he applied to Duff accordingly, saying that he 
wanted it for Mr. Crosthwaite, who was then chair- 


man of the Board. Duff states he refused to give him Kingstown. 
the stuff without an oi-der from you, Mr. Doyle, and Jpriiu, i&n. 
that you afterwards told him that Brady was to get ^ j Brady, 
whatever he wanted for the chairman. The asphalte 
was, 'under these circumstances, given out and de- 
livered as we have heard. Mr. Boyle. — I gave no such 
order. 

2929. Mr. Buff. — Ibeg your pardon, sir, you did, and 
more than that, you said that anything Mr. Crosthwaite 
wanted was to be given to him. 

Mr. Boyle. — Nothing of the kind. 

2930. Mr. Buff. — I beg your pardon, you did. I 
can certify, if it goes to that, the answers and questions 
that passed between us. 

2931. Mr. Lawless. — It is not our duty to express 
any conclusion on the matter, although we have 
formed a very strong opinion about it. 

2932. Mr. Exham. — What Duff says is, that you 
told him Brady was to get everything he wanted for 
the chairman. 

Town Clerk. — I suggested to Mr. Crosthwaite to 
come down to the committee and point out what had 
occurred. Brady had previously applied to me for an 
order empowering him to get the asphalte, but I re- 
fused to give it, and referred him to Mr. Doyle. 

2933. Mr. Kelly. — An chairman of the committee 
appointed on that occasion, I beg to say we knew 
nothing of the whole transaction until our store- 
keeper reported it, and then we immediately investi- 
gated it. 

2934. Mr. Exham. — Yes, you lost no time in in- 
vestigating the matter. You received the store- 
keeper’s report on the very day after it was taken. 

2935. Mr. Brady. — We had the work nearly com- 
pleted before the 7th of November — a very short time 
after we got the stuff to go on with. I wish to say 
something now as to my contract with the Commis- 
sioners in reference to the laying of asphalte. 

2936. Can you say how much asphalte was taken 
out of the yard before the 7th of November? — I can- 
not tell you that, but I can tell how much went up to 
Mr. Crosthwaite. 

2937. How much can you say — we have it from the 
storekeeper as 13 cwt. and some pounds? — I don’t 
know that I saw all that went out. Of course if I 
get a little time I can give it to you. 

2938. Was it more or less than 13 cwt. ? — I can 
only calculate by the number of yai’ds laid. 

2939. How many yards were there laid? — About 
fifty. 

2940. What quantity would be required for fifty 
yards ? — I think it is those who have weighed it should 
account for that. 

2941. Mr. Lawless. — What quantity would you 

require of the same character of asphalte to lay fifty 
yards ? — That is a question I don’t like to answer. I 
think the town surveyor should 

2942. Mr. Exham. — I think, for your own sake, 
you ought to answer the question. Make the calcula- 
tion now ? — I would want to go to where the asphalte 
is laid. 

2943. Mr. Lawless.— Is it that you require a little- 
time to make your calculation ? — Well, not so much 
that. There has been a value put on the material 
and the amount paid, so I don’t think I should be 
called upon for that account. 

2944. Mr. Exham. — Don’t mind the value. What 
quantity did you get out of the yard ? — I know exactly 
the number of boilers laid. I laid four boilers and a 
half, and I calculate them at 15s. 9 d. each. I will give 
the items to Mr. Ennis, and let him calculate it. 

2945. Mr. Ennis. — Sit down and calculate it your- 
self. 

2946. Mr. Exham. — How much in quantity? — I 
can give you the money value. 

2947. Give us the weight. How many cwt. 
weight ? There was so much ground limestone — how 
many cwt. weight of that ? — About 25 or 26 cwt. 
in all. The reason I had to use the good Val de 
Travers rock was because the limestone was not in it. 
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2948. Was that more valuable than the limestone ? 
— Oh, yes. 

2949. Can you give us the -weight ? — I said there 
was about 25 or 26 cwt. in all the material. The 
rock asphalte was on the ground when I went there, 
and I directed the men how to use it. Duff was there 
too. 

2950. Mr. Duff. — No, I was not on the ground. 

2951. Witness. — Not when it was laid, because you 
went out, of the way. 

2952. Mr. Exham. — You got ground limestone and 
bitumen. Did you get anything else 1 — I refined the 
bitumen. I got shale oil, but that is not mentioned at 
all. 

2953. You spoke about rook asphalte. Did you 
get that? — It was on the ground. That is the genuine 
asphalte in bags. When I went to the ground first 
there was no ground limestone, afterwards there was 
bitumen, and then we had ground limestone. The 
rock asphalte which was used was the real asphalte, 
from the Val de Travers Rock. 

2954. Mr. Crosthwaite returned 10 cwt., and by the 
books he apparently got 13 cwt. This witness says he. ' 
got 25 or 26 cwt. of material altogether. Do you 
recollect how much he got ? 

Mr. Duff. — I do not; but nothing went to Mi-. 
Crosthwaite unless what went by our horses. 

2955. Witness (Mr. Brady). — I. want to say a word 
-in relation to .a contract which I had with the Com- 
missioners for the laying of asphalte. In October, 
1875, in answer to an advertisement in the news- 
papers, inviting tenders for the laying of asphalte, I 
sent in a tender. I was laying the floor of the Kings- 
town rink at the time. My tender was accepted, as 
was also a tender from the Yal de Travers Company, 
and I believe it was on the strength of this that the 
money for the asphalting of the town was borrowed. 
This is the fact, and Mr. Ennis understood so, although 
it was said. here the other day that I had no contract 
at all. After a little bit there was a change in the 
contract, and twopence additional was allowed to me 
for manufacturing, and I was proceeding to lay 1,500 
yards in that way. There was then an order that I 
should not be allowed to manufacture any more on the 
road, but that the manufacturing should be conducted 
in the yard belonging to the Commissioners. The con- 
sequence of that was, they reduced my returns from 
£23 and £25 a week to AS a week. I continued that 
way for some weeks, when I believe there was an 
attempt made to deprive me altogether of the con- 
tract. 

2956. Mi - . Lawless. — That in fact after your con- 
tract to do the works in a certain way had been 
accepted and acted on, you were required to do them 
in a different way : that there was a deviation frota 
the contract ? — Yes, sir ; and more than that, I would 
not have known what took place, except that I heard 
something of these minutes. 

2957. Why did you not seek redress against the 
Commissioners in the way any other person would if 
placed in the position by them yon describe ? — I will 
do that. I will show who has a hand in this, and 
who is interfering to a lai-ge extent here, and I will 
show very good grounds for my belief. The minutes 
will show what I say is true. 

2958. I don’t know to what minutes you refer ? 

2959. Town Clerk. — I will read the minute referred 
to, if you wish. We accepted his tender to lay the 
asphalte at Is. 3d. per yard, and that was carried out. 
The reason that arrangement was varied was, it was 
brought before the road committee, the subject of 

■ having a proper check of the materials that went out 
of the yard Mr. Brady himself was present when the 
committee considered the matter. In consequence of 
tfds variation there was 2d. added to the Is. 3d., 
for manufacturing, and he was stopped from manu- 
facturing on the roads, because we had to pay for boilers 
there as well. We said, “ Use your boilers outside 
for the reheating and laying, and manufacture the 
asphalte on our premises with our own boilers.” Is not 


that the case 1 — I beg your pardon, I had gone on for 
weeks before, and had accepted your arrangement be- 
fore that change was made. There is something on 
the books of the Commissioners which, according to 
my showing at least, alleges that there was a deficiency 
of some bitumen. 

2960. Mr. Lawless. — Where was the deficiency? 

Town Clerk . — That was investigated, and as a matter 

of calculation the committee found that on every thirty- 
seven yards a deficiency of two tons of bitumen would 
result. According to Brady’s own return there would 
be only one ton. That is the simple matter of fact. 

2961. Witness . — There was an open accusation that 
I stole the bitumen, and laid it out on another place. 

2962. Town Clerk . — It was not said here. 

■ . 2963. Witness . — I think you will find on the books 
here quite a different story, to the effect that on check- 
ing the bitumen returns they found out a different 
result to what I furnished altogether. 

2964. Town Clerk . — There was nothing on the 
minutes affecting your character whatever. 

2965. Mr. Exham. — What I understand from all 
this is, that according to their calculation there was a 
difference of some two tons of bitumen in a given space, 
while according to you there was only one ton used in 
the work, the Commissioners saying that there was 
two tons furnished for a particular space, while but 
one ton was used. But has it been shown by anyone 
that you got two tons where only one ton was required ? 
— Town Clerk . — Such a thing was not maintained. 
There is no such thing as that on the minutes. 

2966. Witness . — I am quite satisfied. 

2967. Mr. Exham. — If the two tons left the yard, 
and it was not used by Mr. Brady, what has become 
of it? — (No answer.) 

2968. Mr. Lawless. — I find a resolution of the 18th 
June, 1875, as follows, in the minute-book : — 

“ Moved by Dr. Roche, seconded by Mr. Lagan, and resolved — 

1 That Mr. Doyle, the township engineer, open all the roads, streets, 
and by-ways necessary, which are in the possession of the Commis- 
sioners, and according to the Kingstown Act of 1874, be requested 
to furnish all plans, specifications, sections, and quantities respect- 
ing the sewerage of the township, the depths of the cuttings, the 
marks of same on the sections at equal distances of 100 feet. This 
to apply to the new district of the township as well as the old.’” 

2969. (To Mr. Doyle ). — Was there anything done 
by you in pursuance of this resolution ? — I got up con- 
tract plans. 

2970. Before that did you furnish any plans, specifi- 
cations, or quantities ? — I did, from time to time. 

2971. Did you make any plans showing the depths 
of the cuttings ? — Yes, in every plan I made I showed 
the cuttings. 

2972. Have you made these plans, as required by 
this resolution, for the entire of the township, including 
the new district as well as the old ? — Yes, so far as the 
new district was included at the time. 

2973. Were the Commissioners in the possession of 
any sections or plans of the kind before this ? — They 
were. We had a great deal of debate about the mat- 
ter. I got up what plans they required me, which 
were principally contract plans. 

2974. Do you mean that plans were made before 
this which showed the depths of the cuttings for the 
new district as well as the old? — No, not at that time. 

2975. Were what you did make the plans on which 
the Provisional Order of 1874 was obtained? — Cer- 
tainly. 

2976. Mr. Exham (to Mr. Duff). — Did you see 
the bricks that were used in making these sewers ?•— 
Well, I did, sir. 

2977. Do you know the difference between one de- 
scription of brick and another ? — I would know a good 

2978. What you call a best county Dublin grey 
stock brick, is that a good brick ?— It is ; it is better 
than the Bog-hall brick. 

2979. Were there many of the Bog-hall bricks used ? 
— No, not many ; only a few in the man-holes. 

2980. Many in the sewers ? — No, sir. To my 
knowledge there was not one of them in the sewers. 
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2981. Did you see the cement that was used 1 — I 
saw cement on Mr. Sexton’s ground, and I saw it used. 

2982. Do you know what cement it was ? — No, I 
do not. 

2983. Mr. M l Evoy. — I feel called upon to answer 
some of the evidence of Dr. Roche in reference to 
myself and the Commissioners. 

2984. Mr. Lawless. — What is it you wish to say 1 
— Mr. M'Evoy. — It is with regard to these hills of 
costs and special cases which were sanctioned. This 
special case was commenced when I was not a Com- 
missioner. Had it been brought before the Board 
when I was sitting I would not have approved of the 
“ bridges” costs being included in the special case at 
all. That is all I wish to say now. 

2985. (Suggested by Mr. Perrin — to Mi’. Doyle ). — 
Do you admit on behalf of the Board of Town Commis- 
sioners the nuisance of the sewers at Sandycove har- 
bour 1 — "Where there is a nuisance it is admitted. 

2986. Is there a very large sewer discharging itself 
near that again at Haddington-terrace which conveys 
all the nuisance coming down Glenageary-road ?• Is 
that sewer insufficient for its purpose 1 — Whatever is 
there was put down some years ago. 

2987. Mr. Perrin. — I saw him put a fourteen-inch 
pipe in there, and even at low-water mark nuisances 
come there from several sewers, the extent of which in 
all cannot be less than four feet. The consequence is 
that in Haddington-terrace last summer the people 
had to keep their windows shut, but still foul air 
and gas cannot be prevented from coming up into 
the houses, and thus a great nuisance is created. If 
the sewers there were of sufficient capacity such a state 
of things could not of course occur. I wish to call 
your attention now to another matter which occurred 
in the year 1874. In April, 1874, the Commissioners 
of Kingstown promoted a Provisional Order to obtain 
powers to contract loans of a peculiar kind, the money 
to be paid as per agreement. The loans as proposed to 
be raised had a certain bearing on the sewerage works. 
As to sewers No. 1 and No. 2 outfalls I have no obser- 
vation to make. What I want to say is with reference 
to No. 3 outfall — to a promoted scheme which it was 
never intended to carry out. 

2988. Mr. Exham. — That was in 1876 ? 

Mr. Perrin. — It is a matter before them now. I 
wish to speak as to the validity of the thing, and as to 
its bona fides. 

2989. Mr. Lawless.— Was it any part of the work 
to be done under the .410,000 scheme? — Yes, and 
that plan describes the outfall to be at Bullock. 

2990. Mr. Exham. — Yes: the plans shown to the 
Local Government Board inspector provided for that, 
but the map which Mr. Doyle says lay on the table 
does not provide for' it. So that the plan lodged does 
not correspond with the map on the table. 

2991. Mr. Perrin. — Yes. The Provisional Order 
sought for in 1876, provided for the compulsory pur- 
chase of some land by the Commissioners, and after 
everything had been done it was dropped. Bills, too, 
were promoted by the Commissioners, and rejected 
by petitions presented on the part of the people of 
Dalkey and Kingstown. I am a ratepayer to the 
extent of £150 a year. When proceedings had been 
taken and plans furnished to the Commissioners in 
reference to the sewerage, I heard of the intended 
outfall at Sandycove. Immediately I came and spoke 
to Mr. Doyle, the town surveyor, on the subject. I 
had opposed the outfall in that place, and when I saW 
the plans I asked him was it possible they intended 
to bring this outfall sewer up to Sandycove. The 
surveyor told me most plainly not, that it was in- 
tended to go to Bullock Harbour. I asked him what 
authority he had for saying that, when he said the 
Town Commissioners were going to promote a Provi- 
sional Order for the purpose. 

2992. Mr. Lawless. — Who told you that?— Mr. 
Doyle, the town surveyor. He told me it was aU 
' arranged that the outfall should be at Bullock. I 
•asked him for his authority, and he told me it was 


settled by Alderman O’Eorke for the outfall to be at Kingstown. 
Bullock. “ Well,” said I, “ if the Provisional Order April u, isn. 
pusses, you will have no power to divert that scheme ^ p erl . in 
in the way you describe." The ratepayers of the 
district presented a petition against that, and previous 
to their doing so, I had two notes, one from Mr. Reilly, 

Town Commissioner, and another from Mr. Lalor, 
solicitor to tho Board, about promoting the scheme for 
the outfall at St. Hilda. They wrote to me expressing 
a wish to retain my professional services, and in as 
polite a way as I could, I declined to act. Having 
taken so active a part in opposing their scheme, it 
would be most inconsistent for me then to act in 
support of it. I wrote a note to Mr. Lalor, at his own 
request, which he submitted to his Board. I acted 
bond fide; I refused to act professionally for them, and 
told them my sympathies were against the scheme, 
and now I have a proper locus standi in my attendance 
here. One of the interested parties, a friend of my 
own, spent £68 4a. in opposing it. Mr. Fai-rell, Mr. 

North, and others, were very active in endeavouring 
to oppose this scheme, and I have it from two or 
three persons most materially interested that it was 
represented to them, as it was represented to me, that 
the scheme was not to be carried out for the Bullock 
outfall, and had they known the true facts of the case 
thev would have joined us in opposing it. The matter 
came on here for discussion before Mr. O’Brien, the 
Local Government Board Inspector, when it was 
most vigorously supported by the evidence of Mr. 

Doyle. We had 'to -employ engineers, contractors, 
county surveyors, and many others to oppose the ab- 
surd proposition to bring it to Sandycove, and all this 
was paid for out of the rates which were thus dealt 

2993. Mr. Exham. — Did the Provisional Order 
show that the outfall was to be at Sandycove ? — No, . 
at St. Hilda ; and after all the inconvenience that had 
been incurred in reference to the Provisional Order, 

it was not followed up, but was virtually abandoned., 

2994. What was the cost of the order? — I don’t 
know. 

2995. Mr. Lawless. — When had you the interview 
with reference to this Provisional Order, according to 
the provisions of which the outfall was to be at Bullock 
harbour ? — Some short time previously. 

2996. What was the date of the inquiry ?— The Sth 
of January, 1876. 

Town Cleric. — Here is the resolution of the Com- 
missioners in reference to retaining Mr. Perrin — 

“That Mr. Lalor, our solicitor bo hereby instructed td retain Mr. 

George Perrin, as counsel tor the Commissioners for the inquiry to 
be held on the 7th prox.” 

2997. Mr. Perrin. — They had already had junior 
counsel, and I think that was quite enough for the 
township. 

2998. Mr. M‘Evoy. — How many guineas a day did 
they offer Mr. Perrin ? 

Town Clerk . — Ten guineas. 

2999. Mr. Exham. — Was the opposition confined 
to scheme No. 3 ?— Yes ; wo never applied ourselves 
to No. 1 or No. 2 at all, it was No. 3 that we wanted 
to stop. 

3000. Mr. IPEvoy . — I went to London at my own 
expense to tlirow it out. I also got up a remonstrance 
against the original scheme. 

3001. You say, Mr. Perrin, it was never intended 
to carry out what was originally proposed 1— Precisely. 

If yon look at the plan, I will explain my meaning, 
pipe by pipe. 

3002. Mr. Exham. — Mr. Doyle, will you show us 
the plan which you laid before Mr. O’Brien, the 
Local Government Board Inspector, with reference to 
this piece of work. It is very important. (Plan pro- 

3003. Mr. Lawless. — Was this plan laid before 
Mr. O’Brien?— Yes. 

3004. Mr. Perrin. — To show where it was con- 
templated to have the outfall sewer, I refer to the 
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correspondence "winch took place between the Kings- 
town and Dalkey Commissioners on the subject. I 
am reported in the public press to have made “ mis- 
representations ” about this matter, and I would there- 
fore like the correspondence to be produced. I would 
be incapable of making an unfounded assertion. 
People have been writing to me saying., “ What 
about your intrigues 1 ” 

3005. Mr. Exham. — We don’t know what you are 
referring to. What is itl — I was reported in the 
newspapers to have said that the Dalkey and Kings- 
town Commissioners were “intriguing” about the 
outfall sewage of Kingstown. And this because I 
complained deliberately of the outlay of the public 
money. I ask for the correspondence between the 
two parties. They had correspondence after they held 
their meetings. We had a meeting on the eve of our 
opposition to the scheme, and Alderman O’Rorke 
said the inhabitants of Bullock were only cabin- 
holders. 

3006. Mr. Lawless. — These rival schemes of 
drainage between Dalkey and Kingstown, as to the 
outfall, appear to me to be a. very serious matter. 
It might be most objectionable — the outfall in either 
case, but we cannot go into it. We have allowed you 
to state what you have done about it, in consequence 
of your complaining that the ratepayers’ moneys have 
been improperly expended. 

3007. Town Cleric. — As to the expenditure incurred 
in promoting No. 3 scheme, it was not intended to 
carry it as Mr. Perrin has stated. We had three 
separate schemes. The original scheme had the out- 
fall at Bullock, and that was more especially for the 
Glasthule district, within 600 feet of the mouth of 
Bullock Harbour. The Commissioners decided to 
apply for that outfall before Mr. O’Brien when he came 
here to hold his inquiry. He reported to his Board 
against No. 3 scheme ; and the Commissioners were 
then stopped, so far as that part of the scheme was 
concerned, by the action of the Local Government 
Board. I suggested to them that we should open 
negotiations with the Dalkey people ; but the Dalkey 
people did not want to have anything to say to, us. In 
fact they have refused to negotiate. 

3008. Mr. Perrin. — There should not have been 
an expenditure of the ratepayers’ money, unless it was 
intended to go on with the scheme. It was antecedent 
to all this that Mr. Doyle informed me that the out- 
fall was never intended to be brought to tie point 
originally indicated. 

3009. Mr. Exham. — Mr. Perrin asserts Mr. Doyle 
told him a particular thing, and Mr. Doyle contradicts 
this. If Mr. Perrin is right and Mr. Doyle is wrong, 
it is a very serious matter. 

3010. Mr. Perrin. — In my opinion, what has been 
done has inflicted a very great hardship on the rate- 
payers if they have to pay all the heavy costs incurred. 

3011. In the year 1874, your point is, it was in- 
tended to take this sewage round by Bullock 1 — 
Precisely. 

3012. Mr. Lawless. — What evidence do you wish 
to give now 1 — At the last annual election for Kings- 
town there were two new members to be elected for 
East Ward and two for West ward. 

3013. Do you mean the election of 1877 1 — Yes, of 
the present Board. The two candidates who were 
going out were Mr. Crosthwaite and Mr. Donnevan, 
and I agreed, at the request of some ratepayers, to 
become a candidate. I never saw the pap era myself, 
but as a fact, my nomination paper was duly 
forwarded and all the legal forms required by the 
Act of 1872 complied with. By that Act, it is pro- 
vided that the candidate must be "nominated by two 
ratepayers (eight others assenting), and each candidate 
is to be nominated by a separate nomination paper. 
My papers were sent in, and I got a note from the 
secretary informing me of the fact that I had been 
nominated, and also that I was a candidate. This is 
the note (reads) : — 


“21st December, 187G. 

“ I hare received a nomination paper this evening by which von 
are a candidate for the East ward. I may add, that you have power 
to withdraw up to 2 o’clock, P.M., to-morrow.” 

Up to a certain hour the nomination papers were to 
be received, and at a certain time the presiding officer 
was to hear objections, which should be in writincr 
and to declare the new Commissioners in the event of 
there being no contest. Mr. Crosthwaite and another 
were also nominated. I am informed that on this 
occasion Mr. Crosthwaite presided, and that he pro- 
duced some paper and said that my nomination paper 
was wrong. The persons present on that occasion 
were, Mr. Reilly, the secretary, Mr. Crosthwaite 
and Mr. Herron. The statement was read out by Mr. 
Crosthwaite, and then he declared himself and the 
other person duly elected, and that my nomination 
was void. The Act of Parliament requires that the 
objection shall be in writing. Upon being informed 
of this result, I thought it would be only fair to the 
ratepayers to whom I had issued an address that they 
should be informed why they had not an opportunity 
of voting for me. On the day after I was declared by 
Mr. Crosthwaite to be disqualified, ■ I went to the 
secretary to get from him the reasons or objection. 
Mr. Ennis then informed me that h'e could not show 
it (that was between 11 and" 4 o’clock, p.m., office 
hours), and I asked him why, saying that perhaps I 
might have to take some steps in the matter. He 
replied that the reason was, because Mr. Crosthwaite 
had it under lock and key ; “ but,” said Mr. Ennis, 
“ I’ll send to Mr. Crosthwaite and let him know of your 
application and inform you of the result.” I said I 
would "jvait and hear it, and while we were speaking 
Mr. Crosthwaite came in, and on being informed of 
my application he in a most indignant manner refused 
to show or let me hear the objection to my nomina- 
tion. I thought then to put the matter beyond dis- 
pute, and in the first place made the application to 
the secretary in writing and got the following 
reply 

“ Dear Sir, — With reference to your application of this date to 
be allowed to inspect the objection made to your nomination paper 
as a candidate for East ward, you were present when the chair- 
man of the Board, who has one of the keys of the box, refused to 
allow the use of his key for that purpose. I shall, however, convey 
to Mr. Crosthwaite your further application in writing, and 
acquaint you with his answer in writing. 

“22nd December, 1870.” 

From that day up to the present I have never had an 
answer in any shape or form. It is a new state of 
things, when my application to see the document — a 
document held by the very gentleman who declared 
himself duly elected, and which I thought I had a 
reasonable right to inspect— was refused. However, I 
got a verbal explanation. 

3014. Mr. Lawless (to the Town Clerk). — Do you 
produce the objection to Mr. Perrin’s nomination 
paper 1 — I’ll take care to produce it. I am sure the 
present chairman, Mr. Barrett, will have no objection 
to my doing so. 

3015. Mr. Perrin. — The explanation, in point of 
fact, is this : that one of the eight assentors to my 
nomination also assented to Mr. Crosthwaite’s, and to 
the other candidate’s nomination, and therefore, there 
being one asseritor (who was the same person) to 
the three candidates, of whom I unfortunately was 
one, Mr. Crosthwaite and the other person were 
by him declared to be duly elected, and I was disqua- 
lified. 

3016. Do you mean to say that it was because there 
was an assentor to your no min ation who was also an 
assentor to his and the other person’s nomination 1 — 
Yes. 

3017. ill - . Lawless (to the Town Clerk). — Was 
that the nature of the grounds upon which Mr. 
Crosthwaite madehisdecision 1 ? — There was one assentor 
to the three candidates, there being only two vacancies. 
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According to the requirements of the Act of Parlia- 
ment, the chairman had to make his objection as a 
candidate in writing, and also his decision as judge. 
He declared that one of the nomination papers (Mr. 
Perrin’s), was bad, and there being no objection to 
the other two, he declared they were duly elected. 

3018. Did Mr. Crosthwaite make the objection, and 
then decide in favour of it ? — Yes. 

3019. The sum and substance of the matter is, that 
there being no objection before Mr. Crosthwaite by 
anyone else, and there - being three candidates whose 
nomination papers could have been equally objected 
to on the same grounds, Mr. Crosthwaite objects to 
one of the papers, and decides in favour of his objec- 
tion; Did he make an objection to the others ? — 
No. 

3020. (To Mr. Perrin). — Were you aware of who 
the person was that objected to your nomination paper ? 
— I was not ; and let me tell you further, that I asked 
Mr. Herron, who had been present, was there any 
written objection handed in, and was there any evi- 
dence as to the priority of the signing of the three by 
the same assentor, and he said there was not. 

3021. Mr. Reilly. — Mr. Perrin was the last candidate. 

3022. Mr. Exham. — How do you know but the 
man signed Mr - . Perrin’s paper before the other two ; 
in which case Mr. Perrin would be the first ? 

3023. Mr. Perrin. — The Act of Parliament provides 
a certain hour within which the nomination papers 
must be sent in, and I am not aware that a nomination 
paper served one minute before four o'clock, P.M., is 
worse than one lodged at four o’clock. I was also 
thrown off my guard by the letter from Mr. Ennis, 
which I read to you, saying that I was a candidate. 
There was at this time also a vacancy for the West 
ward, and the same Mr. Donnevan was also a candi- 
date for it. Mi 1 . Crosthwaite presided at the Board, 
and they filled up the vacancy in the other ward. 

3024. Was that a vacancy occurring by a death ? — 
Yes. 

3025. Was Mr. Brazil elected? — Town Cleric. — He 
died before he was elected, and the other two candi- 
dates for the West ward became elected. 

3026. The question is whether a vacancy occurring 
in this way is to be filled up by the members of the 


Board without the ratepayers having anything to say Kinustows. 
in the matter. /tprii u , 1S77. 

3027. (To Mr. Perrin).— Do you mean to say that .. — : 
the office vacant by the death of Mr. Brazil was filled 

up by the members of the Board without going to the 
ratepayers ? — Yes. 

3028. Town Clerk. — A candidate having died 
before he was declared elected the presiding officer 
declared the other two candidates to be elected. 

When a candidate is elected for more than one ward 
it rests with them to select another person, accordingly 
at their next meeting the Commissioners elected Mr. 

Donnevan for the West ward, thus creating the vacancy 
in the East ward. That, according to the opinion of 
Mr. Monroe, Q.c., created the vacancy. The objection 
and the decision are set forth in a case to Mr. 

Walker, Q.c. 

3029. Mr. Perrin. — I do not take that opinion. 

The Act that would enable me to appeal with facility 
against the decision is not in force in this town, which 
I think is a very bad thing for the town. I refer to 
the Local Government Board Act which is not 
adopted as to the section relating to matters of this sort. 

3030. Mr. Exham. — If there was no objection by 
Mr. Crosthwaite or the other gentlemen you must 
have gone to -the poll? — Yes. I also complain that 
the 43rd sec., 17 and 18 Vic., chap. 103, with respect 
to the building of houses is not put in force here. 

3031. Are plans submitted to the surveyor, as far 
as you know %— No. 

3032. Town Clerk. — Plans of all new buildings are 
lodged with us. * 

3033. Mr. Exham. — I think it was mentioned that 
Mr O’Brien’s houses were built without the consent 
of the Commissioner's ? — That was only one case. 

3034. Mr.- Perrin. — In one part of the town there 
is a wooden affair constructed — a window and shutters 
and everything of that sort — which is a most dangerous 
obstruction to the public. 

3035. Toum Clerk. — We went into tire police court 
with reference to that, and the magistrates refused to 
decide in our favour. 

3036. Mr. Lawless. — -On what grounds ? — That it 
was high overhead, and we could not prove it to be an 
obstruction ; we did our best. 


Mr. Johjj Reilly, Town 

3037. Mr. Lawless. — What is it you wish to say, 
Mr. Reilly ? — Mr. Pallas said yesterday that he never 
was paidby the ratepayers for the work he did in relation 
to his plan. It is true he was not paid, but it is also 
true that he was to be paid a per-centage when the 
work was done, and he afterwards accepted £160 
salary from the Commissioners. They first agreed to 
pay hi in a certain sum, and when that was not to his 
satisfaction they paid him a salary. I also wish to 


Commissioner, examined. 

say that Mr. Pallas did not go away because of any 
quarrel with us, but because he got a better appoint- 
ment in India than the one he had here. 

3038. Was the £166 13s. Ad., as mentioned in the 
decree of 16th April, 1869, ever paid?— No ; we were 
never asked for it. 

3039. Were not the Town Commissioners named 
in the decree (you were one of them) liable ? — Yes. 


• Mr. Myles Kelly, Town 
3040. Mr. Lawless. — Do you wish to make any 
statement? — I wish to say that I attend the meetings 
of the Board very regularly. I hold that every officer 
of the Commissioners is bound to carry out his in- 
structions to the letter, and I can say that I was not, 
previously to this inquiry, aware that these alterations 
in the sewerage plans had been made by Mr. Doyle, on 
Sandycove-road and Cross-avenue. I was astonished 
at several things I have heard for the first time here, 
and of which I would never have known had this pre- 
sent inquiry not been held. With regard to the 
sewer in Upper George’s-street, I was aware that the 
proposed work could not be done for the sum men- 
tioned, and I asked Mr. Doyle could he make an al- 
teration in the plan of the sewer of 300 feet long, and 
he said he could. The work, however is not contracted 
for yet ; there is nothing done, and I believe now wo 
cannot depart, as he proposes, from the plans laid by 
him before the Local Government Board inspector. 
With regard to Glenageary-road, I may say that we 
applied to the Local Government Board, and we 


Commissioner, examined. 

thought we had power to make the alterations, but I 
believe now we cannot make the change which Mr. 
Doyle proposes. I have made up my mind as a Com- 
missioner that, independent of either Mr. Doyle or 
Mi'. Pallas, there should be an engineer got to see that 
the work is properly done, and that if this is not done 
I’ll cease to be a Commissioner. 

3041. It is very satisfactory to us to hear you, as 
one of the principal Commissioners, say that. 

3042. Mr. Reilly, t.c. — M r. Kelly has only spoken 
the feelings of all the members of the Board. 

3043. Mr. Barrett (Chairman Town Commissioners) 
said he fully agreed with what had been said by Mr. 
Kelly. He further asked leave to call the attention 
of the Commissioners to the great number of Acts of 
Parliament in operation in the township. He consi- 
dered they were so numerous and so complicated that 
it was difficult to steer through them, for every Town 
Commissioner could not be expected to be a lawyer. 
With reference to the auditor’s power of surcharging, 
he said there were general complaints of the injustice 

O 


Mr. Myles 
Kelly. 
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Kingstown, of the section of the Act which provides that if the 
April 14, is* t. surcharge he confirmed on an appeal to the Court of 
Mr Mvies Queen’s Bench by a person who felt himself aggrieved, 

Kelly.' * the auditor gets his costs from the party surcharged ; 

but if the surcharge be illegal, the auditor gets Ms costs 
out of the public rate, and the appellant is not allowed 
any costs. He believed a greater grievance than that 
could not exist. There was lately a case in the county 
Wicklow where it occurred. 

3044. Mr. Lawless remarked that it would be very 
hard to make the auditor, who acted in a public capa- 
city, personally liable for costs. 

3045. Suggested by Mr. Daniel (to Mr. Barrett ). — 
Was there an application made to the Court of Chan- 
cery in the matter of which you were speaking ; I mean 
the repayment of the £166 13s. 4 d. by Mr. Murray! 
— There was. 

3046. By whom was it made! — By the Commis- 
sioners — by Mr. Ennis. 

3047. Were the costs of it paid out of the rates ? 

Town Clerk . — I should say our solicitor's costs were 

paid out of the rates. 

3048. Mr. Exham. — Why should they be ? Why 
should the ratepayers’ fund pay for an application to 
the Court, which was virtually for the benefit of the 
then Commissioners named in the decree 1 — Whatever 
was done was in connexion with the recovery of that 
£166 13s. 4 cl. 

3049. Do you mean from Mr. Murray ? — From who- 
ever was liable. We pi’oceeded before the Lord Chan- 


cellor to recover it; and on one of the days I was 
under examination I gave this evidence. 

3050. Mr. Lawless. — Do you mean to say that the 

Commissioners as a body, and you as their clerk 1 

My recollection is that the proceedings were taken to 
recover that sum of money. 

3051. From whom? — From the parties liable • from 
Mr. Murray in the first place. 

3052. Was the application made to proceed against 
Mr. Murray, or against the Commissioners ?— The 
parties named in the decree were made liable. Them 
are very few of them at the Board now. 

3053. Mr. Daniel . — It was an application against 
Mr. Murray by the Commissioners to make him pay, 
and these costs have been charged out of the rates ■ 
but the Commissioners never made the former Com- 
missioners who were named in the decree pay, although 
they were liable to repay the money if Mr. Murray did 
not. 

3054. Town Clerk . — -With reference to the payment 
of the £1,700 balance of the £3,000 loan, I wish to 
state that under the terms of the Kingstown Extension 
Act of 1874, the Commissioners passed a resolution 
setting forth the various purposes for which they 
would borrow £1,700, being the balance of the £3,000 
for which they had authority to borrow under the 
above mentioned Act. Am ongst other purposes it was 
to be applied in paying Sharkey’s costs, Molloy’s costs, 
and our own solicitor’s costs ; and in that way we hold 
that we have complied with the terms of the Act. 


Map 6, 1377. 


Mr. Jolm 


Mat 5, 1877. 

(Before Commissioners Lawless, q.c., and Exham, q.c.) 
Mr. John Lalor examined. 


3055. Mr. Lawless. — Are you solicitor to the 
Kingstown Town Commissioners? — I am. 

3056. What were the costs of obtaining the Pro- 
visional Order of the 27th June, 1874, and the Confir- 
mation Act of 22nd April, 1875? — I could not tell 
you just now, but I shall furnish you with the amount. 

3057. Have they been furnished to the Commis- 
sioners, and paid out of the rates ? — They have. 

3058. Does that include what was paid to the Local 
Government Board ? — They have not been paid. 

3059. What we want to get' is the entire cost to 
which the township was put in obtaining the Act 
of the 22nd April, 1S75, confirming the Provisional 
Order of 27th June, 1874, and the expenses connected 
with the Provisional Order? — There were costs besides 
my costs ; there were the Parliamentary agent’s costs. 

3060. Have you got the petition sent to the Local 
Government Board relative to the second Provisional 
Order?— I have. 

3061. I want the original one — the one that was 
first presented? — We never presented a second petition. 
We only presented one petition. 

3062. We want the petition lodged with the Local 
Government Board on the 26th of May, 1875? — 
•(Petition produced.) 

3063. I see that tlie Provisional Order 1 sought by this 
petition is divided into nineteen different heads? — 
Yes. * 

3064. Did yott propose by this to take compulsory 
powers for the purchase of lands? — We did. 

3065. Had you, in compliance with the Act of 1871, 
lodged maps and plans in this office or any other place, 
of the lands you pioposed to take ? — In 187 4, before we 
presented that petition, we published a resolution and 
notice, as required by the 132nd section of the 10 & 11 
Vie., chap. 34. (Produced resolution as published 
lltlx September - , 1874, and the notice confirming said 
resolution, as required by the 133rd section of the same 
Act. Notice produced, as published in the Irish 
Times of the 13th October, 1874, dated the 12th 
October, 1874, of a meeting of the Commissioners held 
that day, at which a resolution was passed confirming 
the resolution of September, 1874, authorizing the 
application to the Local Government Board for a Pro- 


visional 'Order, to be subsequently confirmed by Parlia- 
ment, and that latter notice referred to plans laid on 
the table.) 

3066. Were the notices required by tire Local 
Government Act of 1871, the 34 & 35 Vic., c. 109, 
duly published within the time prescribed" by that Act? 
— Yes. 

3067. Mr. Perrin. — I was present at 'the inquiry, 
and it was proved that several owners of property pro- 
posed to be affected were not served with the notices 
required by the Act. 

3068. Mr. Lawless. — Do you say that notices were 
served upon all the parties mentioned in the schedule? 
— Yes, and the declaration of the service upon them 
was lodged with the Local Government Board. 

3069. Were notices served upon the persons named 
in the schedule ? — There were. 

3070. What answer or intimation did the Town 
Commissioners receive from the Local Government 
Board to this petition ? — They first acknowledged the 
receipt of it. 

3071. What was the next communication the Com- 
missioners received from the Local Government Board ? 
— The next was for-warding the opinion of Mr. Monahan, 
Q.c., their advising counsel. First, they acknowledged 
the receipt of the petition in the ordinary way, next 
they sent me a letter of the 5th July, 1875, stating it 
would be necessary to take counsel's opinion before 
ordering an inquiry. 

3072. When was that opinion furnished to you? — 
It was sent in a letter, bearing date the 16th July, 
1875. 

3073. Can you give us a copy of Mr. Monahan's 

opinion ? — Yes. (For opinion, see Appendix No. 1, 

page 117.) 

307 4. Having received this opinion of counsel, what 
action did the Kingstown Commissioners take ? — They 
decided on seeking a limited Inquiry.. 

3075. Do you mean to say that they decided upon 
accepting the Provisional Order which oounsel advised 
it was within the power of the Local Government 
Board to make ? — Yes. 

3076. Under what part of the prayer of the petition 
did the Commissioners propose to proceed ? — They pre- 
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posed to proceed in reference to sewers Nos. 1, 2, and 3, 
and certain alterations in their local Acts. 

3077. Under what head? — Part 2 ; we proposed to 
adopt that part. 

3078. Did the Commissioners propose stil^to apply 
for compulsory powers for the purchase of the lands 1 
— They then had agreements, and they did not ask for 
compulsory powers. 

3079. Had you got any agreement from any of 
those persons for the sale of their lands to the Com- 
missioners! — No ; we subsequently obtained the con- 
sent of the Harbour Commissioners. 

3080. Can you refer me to the minute on the Com- 
missioners’ book, in which it was proposed to refer that 
part of the petition to the Local Government Board 1 
— 9th November, 1875. 

“ Resolved, — That application be made through the solicitors to 
the Local Government Board for au inquiry — as limited by the 
opinion of Mr. Monahan, Q.c. — for a Provisional Order under the 
Local Government Acts, 1S71 and 1872. Question put and carried 
unanimously.” 

3081. Did that inquiry take place! — It did. 

3082. By whom was it held! — Mr. O’Brien. It 
commenced on the 7th February, 1876, and continued 
for five or six days. 

3083. Have you got a copy of the notice published 
by Mr. O’Brien! — -I have. The notice went on to 
say : 

“And whereas I have been directed to inquire in respect of some 
of the matters mentioned in the petition. Now therefore I hereby 
give notice that I will attend at the Kingstown Township Commis- 
sioners' Office, No. 114, Lower George's-strcet, Kingstown, onMoiir 
day. the 7th of February. 1876, at 11 o’clock, to make inquiry as 
to the genuineness of the above mentioned petition, and in respect 
of so many proposals contained therein as relate to the purchase 
and taking of land for sewerage purposes, and of certain alterations 
in the Kingstown Improvement Act, 1861, and the Township of 
Kingstown Act of 1861), when all persons objecting to such proposals 
or any of them may present to me a statement of their objections 
in writing. A copy of petition and the plan of the proposed works 
are deposited at the Kingstown Township Commissioners' Office, No. 
114, Lower George’s-street, Kingstown, and may be there seen at 
all reasonable hours. 

“■Wat. P. O’Brien, Local Government Inspector. 
“Malahide, 18th January, 1876.” 

3084. At that time bad the Kingstown Commis- 
sioners the assent of any of those persons named in 
the schedule! — We had the assent of the Harbour 
Commissioners, and the Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford 
Bail way Company. 

3085. Had you made arrangements with any other 
parties ! — No. In fact having got the assent of the 
Harbour Commissioners and the Dublin and Wicklow 
Kail way, we did not want the assent of any one else 
lor sewer No. 1 on the Western Pier ; we had the 
assent of both the Harbour Commissioners and the 
Bailway Company, as to the sewer at the Western Pier ; 
and we had also the assent of the Bailway Company 
as to the sewer No. 2 in the line of railway ; so that 
we did not want any compulsory powers to take any 
land for sewers Nos. 1 and 2. 

3086. Was the principal portion of the inquiry 
taken np with No. 3 sewer! — The greater portion of 
it, but Nos. 1 and 2 were also discussed. 

3087. How long did it last! — Five or six days. 

3088. After the inquiry what was the next step 
taken ! Did the Commissioners receive any further 
communication from the Local Government Board ? — 
We got a very long letter, dated the 23rd March, 1876. 
(For letter see Appendix No. 1, page 118). 

Mr. Exham. — I observe in this opinion Mr. Monahan 
says : — 

“All these objects except the first are outside the scope of a 
Provisional Order, they either repeat powers which the Petitioners 
have already under the Sanitary Acts or vary the provisions of 
Public General Statutes." 

Was not the whole of that petition fully answered 
by that opinion of Mr. Monahan’s the moment you 
admit you did not want compulsory powers to take 
any land! Why did you go on with the inquiry after 
that ! — With your permission I would refer you to the 
opinion of Mr. Gerald Fitzgibbon wbicli governed very 
much the gentlemen who proposed and prepared that 
petition. 


3089. What is the date of that opinion ! — September Kingstown. 

11, 1873. * Mag 5, 1877. 

3090. Could you let us see a copy of it! — >[ r . j ohn 
Certainly. At that time we were thinking of going i, a i or . 
to Parliament, and we obtained the opinion of counsel 

as to our going to ask for -powers under the Local 
Government Board, and he advised us that we would 
not he justified in going to Parliament. 

3091. At whose expense was this petition printed! 

— At the expense of the Commissioners. I applied to the 
Local Government Board and obtained their sanction 
to the printing of the petition. I think we did wisely 
as the printing was much cheaper than having to get 
copies written out. 

3092. Was there any further opinion of counsel 
sent with this letter of March 23, 1876! — No. I 
would like to call attention to the letter of Mr. Bobin- 
son of the 15th December, 1875 (who was to have 
held the inquiry but he was subsequently appointed 
Assistant Under Secretary). (For letter from Mr. 

Lalor to Mr. Bobinson, of 14th December, 1875, see 
Appendix No. 1, page 11S.) I asked him whether he 
would go into evidence, and have his letter to show 
that we were justified in going into evidence as to the 
sewers. 


“ Kingstown, loth December, 1S7E. 

“Dear Sir, — I n reply to your letter of the 14 th instant I beg to 
inform you that it will be my duty to inquire into the necessity for 
and the suitability of the sewers to be constructed, and the lauds 
which the Kingstown Commissioners desire to obtain authority to 
take ; and that I will receive any evidence which may be tendered 
to me upon those points as well as upon the sufficiency of the estimate 
of the expense. 

“Yours faithfully, 

“ Henry Robinson.” 


3093. When that letter was received by yon from 
Mi\ Bobinson, had you obtained the assent of those 
bodies that you mentioned, that is, the railway com- 
pany and the Harbour Commissioners? — Yes. 

3094. After the inquiry was held, and after you re- 
ceived the long communication of the 23rd March, 1876,. 
what steps were taken by the Kingstown Commis- 
sioners in relation to the pending petition before tlie 
Local Government Board! — Well, I met Mr. Wods- 
wortb, the assistant secretary, and he told me it would 
be necessary to have agreements from the Harbour 
Commissioners and the Kingstown Kailway Company.. 
I succeeded in getting an agreement from the Harbour 
Commissioners instead of having to ask for compulsory 
powers, and this is the agreement entered into between 
Colonel John M'Kerlie and the Kingstown Commis- 
sioners, giving us the right to construct the sewer at 
the west pier. The railway company were willing to 
give us lettei-s assenting, but they would not give ns 
the agreement. 

3095. Have you the letters from the railway com- 
pany ! — Yes. 

Mr. Lawless reads letter dated Dublin, 2nd Decem- 
ber, 1875, to Mr. Ennis : — 

“Dear Sir, — W ith reference to your letter of the 17th ultimo,. 
I am desired to say that the directors of this company will permit 
the earthenware sewer pipe to be laid alongside the railway from op- 
posite Iluddingtou-terrace totlie Gresham-gordcns, on the following- 
conditions, viz. : — That the present outfall sewer should remain as 
a storm channel; second, that the drains now existing on the line 
should he permitted to empty into the new sewer ; thirdly, that the 
Kingstown Commissioners should assist the company in procuring 
a site for a double line whenever the company wish to procure 
it. Please say if the Commissioners agree to these terms. 

“I am, sir, yours truly, 

“E. W. Mausskia, secretary.” 

“ Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Railway Company, 
“ Secretary’s Office, Wcstlaud-row, Dublin. 

“John Lalor, esq. 

“Dear Sir, — R eferring to your letter of ICtli instant, I am de- 
sired to inform you that the directors of this company will not 
object to the intended sewer being run through or under the portion 
of the sea slope occupied by the gentlemen’s bathing-place, on the 
west pier of the Kingstown harbour, provided the work be carried 
out to the satisfaction of their engineer, and that the Commission- 
ers of the Kingstown township will indemnify tlie company and 
their tenant for the bathing-place against any loss or injury during 
the construction of the work, or consequent thereon. 

“ X am, sir, your obedient servant, 

“ E. W. Maunseia, secretary.” 

O 2 


Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



100 LOCAL GOVERNMENT AND TAXATION INQUIRY COMMISSION (IRELAND). 


Kingstown. 
J lay 5, 1877. 

Mr. John 
Lalor. 


1 Unci, Mr. Jjaior, tnap ny mese letters assent was 
given by the company to the Kingstown Commission- 
ers, making the sewers under the line as required ? — 
Yes. 

3096. Supposing the conditions expi’essecl in these 
letters were complied with, was not the necessity for 
obtaining compulsory powers dispensed with ? — Yes ; 
but we could' not force' them, because it was condi- 
tional that we would not seek compulsory powers. 

3097. After the time you got this agreement from 

the Harbour Commissioners and the letters from the 
railway company you did not, as regards the lands 
over which they had control, require any compulsory 
powers 1 — That was one of my reasons for writing to 
Mr. Robinson. - 

3098. His answer is entirely confined to the practi- 
cability of the sewers in the places where you required 
the compulsory powers ? — Upon the inquiry there was 
a discussion as to whether the railway would be the 
proper place for the sewer, and as to whether the 
western pier was the proper place. 

3099. What was the next step after making the 
agreement with the Harbour Commissioner's, you 
having at the time the letters from the secretary of 
the railway company ?— I furnished them svith the 
agreement. 

3100. The company? — Yes — in the first instance, 
to allow us to construct the works ourselves. 

3101. When you furnished the Kingstown Com- 
missioner's with this agreement, was it signed? — No ; 
it was never signed. 

3102. What was the next step taken by you before 
the Local Government Board ? — I cannot say — I was 
furnished with a draft of the Provisional Order. 

3103. Was this the first draft furnished by the 
Local Government Board (referring to a draft pro- 
duced)? — Yes ; the facts are stated, that the Harbour 
Commissioners and the railway company refused to 
give us compulsory powers. 

3104. Mr. Exham. — I do not know what you mean 
by saying they declined to give you compulsory 
powers. On the contrary you agreed with them, and 
then did not want any compulsory powers, so that the 
reply to your application was simply this : — !! With No. 
1 and 2 sewers wo have nothing to say, because you 
have already made arrangements with the owners of 
lands, and therefore do not require any compulsory 
powers with respect to them, and as to No. 3 we 
refuse”? — That was the answer after the inquiry was 
held. 

3105. Of course it was, but it was the result of the 
inquiry. They said, “ As to Nos. 1 and 2, inasmuch as 
you require no authority from us, you having arranged 
with everyone concerned you don’t want a Provisional 
Order. As regards No. 3, we won’t give it to you.” 
That long and very expensive inquiry before Mr. 
O’Brien, lasting a week, would never have been bold 
with regard to sewer No. 3 alone, which you were 
refused at once, and the result is a large amount of 
costs and expenses incurred for nothing. 

3106. Mr. Lawless. — What was the next communi- 
cation after the letter of the 23rd March, 1876, that 
the Commissioner's had with the Local Government 
Board? I find here, that at a meeting on the 13th 
April, 1877, which appears to have been specially con- 
vened for the purposes mentioned in the notice, there 
was the following resolution passed : — 

“ Draft of Provisional Order from the Local Government Board 
was submitted by Mr. Lalor, and read.” 

I want to see that draft of Provisional Order ? — That 
is another one. (Hands in draft.) 

3107: Then after that resolution it is moved, 
seconded, and resolved — 

“That we hereby approve of draft of Provisional Order now read, 
and that the same be returned to the board's solicitor to be forwarded 
to the Local Government Board.’ 

I find by the draft adopted at the meeting on the 13th 

April, 1877, it was ordered — 

“That from and after the time that this order shall take effect, 
it shall be lawful for the Commissioners to put in force the pro-’ 


„ , "i uus lea I lcct to purchase and 

takmgof lands, otherwise than by agreement, with respect to the lands 
and premises following.” 

Now I find written under that — 

“ There are not any other lands iu respect of which compulsory 
powers are sought” ? I * 3 

— That has reference to sewers 1 and 2. 

3108. Is.it not a fact that at the time that draft and 
Provisional Order was adopted by the Commissioners 

they did not require any compulsory powers ? I got 

a letter from Messrs. Geale and Dwyer, saying that all 
reference to sewerage is omitted from the Provisional 
Order. I had a correspondence on the subject which 
I intended bringing before the Commissioners, but I 
did not get a final letter. I wrote the following 
letter (reads) : — 

“ 24, Eustacc-street, Dublin, 
“21st April, 1877. 

“ Kingstown Provisional Order. 

“ Dear Sms — I am in receipt of your letter of the 19th instant 
herein. It is therein stated that all reference to sewerage is omitted. 

I assume that counsel for the Local finvemment Board has con- 
sidered the effect this omission may have upon tho agreement 
entered into between the Commissioners of Public Works and tho 
Commissioners of Kingstown (the original and a copy of which 
you have). In that agreement, sewer Mo. 1, and the Provisional 
Order and intended Act confirming same, are specially referred to. 
However counsel is the better judge ; hut as you have apprised me 
the matter i3 under consideration of tho Local Government Board, 

I consider it but right to call your attention to the agreement with 
the Commissioners of Public Works — Sewer Mo. 1. 

“ I am, dear sirs, yours truly, 

“John Lai.ob. 

“To Messrs. Geale and Dwyer, 18 Talbot-street.” 

To that I received the following answer : — 

“ 18 Talbot-street, 28th April, 1877. 

“ Kingstown Provisional Order. 

“ Deab Sin — Counsel lad before him copy agreement with the 
Harbour Commissioners, and did not consider it necessary to moke 
it part of the Provisional Order by reciting it in the schedule, as it 
provides for the execution of a grant by the Harbour Commissioners 
under seal at some future time. 

“Yours truly, 

“ Geale & Dwyee. 

“ To John Laior, esq., 24, Eustacc-street.’’ 

I again wrote as follows : — 

“Dublin, 25th April, 1877. 

“ .He Kingstown Provisional Order. 

“ Dear Sirs — I am in receipt of yonr letter of the 24th instant. 
You are quite correct in stating that agreement with the Kingstown 
Harbour Commissioners provides for the. execution of a grant by 
them ; but if you refer to the last condition in the sealed agreement 
you will find that the execution of that grant is conditional upon 
the confirmation of the Provisional Order. I therefore consider it 
is most important that the agreement witli the Harbour Commis- 
sioners should be made part of tho Provisional Order, either by 
reference therein, or by schedule, or by such other mode as counsel 
shall consider best. My parliamentary agenttells me there are two 
or three more orders not yet forthcoming, and that the order herein 
will have to run with them, and become the subject of another bill, 
to be introduced in the Commons. 

“ I am, dear sirs, yours truly, 

“Joux Lalor. 

“ To Messrs. Geale and Dwyer, 1 8 Talbot-street.” 

3109. Did the Commissioners, in accordance witli 
the resolution which was read; send you the draft of 
the Provisional Order, and did you forward it to the 
Local Government Board ? — Yes. 

3110. Mr. Exham. — You had an agreement witli 
the Board of Works, and in case you had no agree- 
ment with the other parties you would have taken com- 
pulsory powers, hut you had an agreement? — The agree- 
ments were to form part and parcel of the order, but 
they were omitted. They were to be confirmed by 
Act of Parliament. 

3111. Notwithstanding that in your agreement with 
the Harbour Commissioners you contemplated confir- 
mation by Act of Parliament, the Local Government 
Board state that inasmuch as you do not want compul- 
sory powers, having an agreement, they would not 
make a Provisional Order? — We wanted the powers to 
be included in case the Town Commissioners should 
succeed in obtaining an Act of Parliament. The- Har- 
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bour Commissioners may permit the agreement to re- in that respect? — They have proposed in the draft Kingstowk. 
main in full force till the next session. provisional order to give ns the power we asked «»MWT. 

3112. Mr. Lawless. — Y ou knew that the Local Go- for. . Mr. John 

vernment Board did not intend to give you any order ' 3119. Did they give it to yon m the order as Lalor. 

for sewers Nos. 1 and 2, and the Commissioners did not originally proposed ? — No ; in the very last one lar- 
go into any evidence on the point ? — They did, indeed, nished. T ^ 

Mr. Doyle was examined with reference to sewer No. . 3120. When was that order furnished by the Local 
2 Every professional gentleman was examined with Government Board ? — Some time in April, 
reference to 1 and 2. 3121. When that draft order went back, the Local 

3113. At all events the fact is that sewers 1 and 2 Government Board, in effect, say this : — “No lands 

i Thpv wpvp omitted which you want in relation to Nos. 1 and 2 sewers 


s that order furnished by the Local 


were rejected? — They wm uuu«wu. j — a „ , 

3114. Surely they were rejected and not confiraied require compulsory powers. Sewer No. o we nave 

by an order?— No order was obtained. decided against. The rest of the matters, in your 

3115. Did you get any reply yet to your letter of petition should not have been asketl for m such a 
the 25th April to Messrs. Geale and Dwyer?— No. petition, if at all; therefore, we will give you no 

3116. Have yon had any communication from the order." 

Local Government Board since that letter was 3122. Mr. Lawless.— Was the letter of 2nd May, 
written? 1877, laid before the Kingstown Commissioners? — 

Town Clerk. — The Town Commissioners did. (Hands Tenon Clerk. — It could not be laid before the Board 
in letter.) yet ; it will be read at the next meeting. 

3117. Mr. Lawless (reads letter). — Local Govern- 3123. Mr. Lawless (to Witness).— Have you any 

ment Board ; 2nd May, 1877 idea what the costs of all this matter will amount to?— 

I have not, hut we contend that we are entitled to get 
“ To the Chairman of the Kingstown Commissioners. C Qgts.. 

“ Sin,— Referring to previous correspondence on the subject, the 3124. Have any portion of the costs been paid? — 


the 25th April to Messrs. Geale and Dwyer? — No. 

3116. Have yon had any communication from the 
Local Government Board since that letter was 
written? 

Town Clerk . — The Town Commissioners did. (Hands 
in letter.) 

3117. Mr. Lawless (reads letter). — Local Govern- 
ment Board ; 2nd May, 1877 : — 

“ To the Chairman of the Kingstown Commissioners. 


“ Sm,— Referring to previous correspondence on the subject, the 3124 Have any portioi 
Local Government Board for Ireland desire to state for the infor- _ , , • , * * t 

mation of the Town Commissioners of Kingstown, that the Board I bave be ® 11 P aicl 


mation of the Town Commissioners or iviugstown, tnat tne rsoaru " ; ” _ 1 ■' .... „ . tv/Tott 

have received a communication from their solicitors, Messrs. Genie 3125. I mean ot the petition piesented in May, 
and Dwyer, from which it appears that it has been finally decided 1875 ?— I COllld not do without my costs, 
after repeated communications with Mr. Lalor that there are not 3126 Mr ExiIAM. — You did quite right ; we speak 

-a reference to prying the coete ont of the rater- 
No. 1 and No. 2, in the petition of the Town Commissioners of the that S all we are here for, to see how the lates are 

25th May, 1875, and that that portion of the petition has therefore expended. Have any portion of the costs been paid 

entirely failed. The object of the Town Commissioners as they are f ^ rates j— Yes. 

31S7 Otn yon « noth, amount c * £ 

Harbour Commissioners, and the Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford you, with reference to this matter. It 1 (Ion t mistake 
Ilailwav Company respectively ; to obtain the Local Government there was a hill of £68 costs, which some of the 
Board's’ recommendation of a loan which they i sought, to procure t ayera had to pay for opposing ?— Mr. Perrin.— 
from the Public W r orks Commissioners under tbe 43rd section of 1 J 1 J 1 


from the Public Works Commissioners under the 43rd 


the Public Health Act of 1S74, after the ii 


of - a Provisional There was. 


e embraced in the petition. 


3128. Mr. Exham (to Town Clerk ). — Can you state 


Inasmuch as no lands are required to be taken for sewerage works f[ 1(J amtmn t of costs which have been paid out of the 

■»*». rtopyt to this proviaioiml offer, W 

can be made with respect to the sewerage, and observes that the present tune? — I Will take a note of JOlu question and 
consequence is that the greater portion of the inquiry which has sen cl y 0U the particular's. 

been held, turns out to he useless. Wbat remains of the proposed 3^9 The improvement rate shows an apparent 

Provisional Order, relates only to some not very important matters , f £36 b t £ 3G wou jJ no t pay even the 

with one exception. This exception is the powers sought for by buipiuo vi jjvv, r j 

the Town Commissioners to divert the road rate which they are costs of the Local Government Board in holding the 
empowered to make under the Acts of 1801 and 1874, from the inquiry. Has any portion of the Local Government 
purposes intended and authorized by those Acts, and to apply the Board" excuses l, ee n paid? — Not yet. 

clerk, was the witness who was tendered at the inquiry which was No. 

held by the Local Government Board’s Inspector, Sir. O’Brien, in 3131. Ml’. IPEooy. — I objected to the payment of 

support of this proposition to divert theroad rate from its authorized ffle 0 f these costs ’ Ml’. Finlay ruled with me, but 

tl» Local Government Board set aside his decision, 
and for the due application of the rates for the purposes of and allowed the Costs. 

asphalting, such as ho described,’ Mr. Ennis stated that— ‘he 3132. Town Clerk . — The question litis been decided 
thought it would be a desirable amendment, and that his Board , j. , (fo vrmment Board that the costs must 

were desirous of having the amendment made. This seems to be ; . „ . 

the only evidence put forward in support of this proposition, and no be paid out Ot tlie rates. . _ n 

ground's other than this expression of opinion were adduced by Mr. 3133. Ml'. EXHAM (to "own Clerk). — When was 
Ennis, but it will be seen by reference to section 3 of the Act of ma ttei* discussed before Mr. Finlay? — On the 

1861, and again by the more recent legislation in the Act of 1S74, 1 07K 

that the word ‘road’ includes ‘street, footpath, square, &c., or account. . +]iat 

public passage within the limits of the Act.’ It thus appears that 3134. At that time was it not still coilSHleiect tliat 

the Town Commissioners have at present the powers in regard to tlie Commissioners required to go on, and get compul- 
footpaths which they sought to obtain in their petition, and that no g powers ?— Yes. 

new power in that respect is required. The remaining purposes of §135. T h e Local Government Board may have 
separately^loHeg and 'the 'Local Government advised Mr. Finlay quite correctly at the time. The 

Board do not propose therefore at present to issue a Provisional case ils ft stood then, Or was supposed to Stand, was 

Order in the case. was necessary to present the petition, because 

“ By order of the Board, . compulsory powers were required to be obtained. The 

“ B. Basks, Secretary.” advice may have been quite right on that supposition. 

After that, however, the Commissioners make the 
That is a refusal by the Local Government Board to necessary agreements with the parties concerned, and 
issue any order ? — At present we did not seek to alter compulsory powers were no longer required. Ike Lom- 
tlie road rate, because that was one of the uses to missioned, however, persist in -having The inquiry held, 
which it was to be applied, but we wanted to apply it and heavy costs are incurred thereby, lne matter 
generally. ends by the Local Government Board saying in effect : 

S 3118. Mr. Exham. — Mr. O’Brien says you have no “ You have failed in sustaining your petition ; there is 
power to apply it to sewers. The road" rate at the no necessity shown for our granting any part of your 
present moment, if properly applied, would exhaust application; it is • not required, and therefore we 
itself, and if you apply it to making sewers, what is decline to grant it.” After tins, do you say that all the 
to become of the roads? Do you think the Local costs and expenses of this inquiry should be paid tor by 
Government Board would alter the Act of Parliament tlie ratepayers ? — We do*. 


Board do not propose therefore at presen 
Order in the case. 

“ By order of the Board, 
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3136. Mr. Lawless. — It was only in the month of 
April, 1877, that the Local Government Board were 
informed of the fact that there were really no lands 
with reference to which compulsory powers were re- 
quired to be obtained. At tins time, however, all the 
expenses had been incurred, and you left them under 
the impression that compulsory powers were required. 

(The inquiry then terminated.) 


After the inquiry had terminated it appeared that 
the shorthand writer had not taken down someevidence 
given by Mr. Brady, Mr. Duff, and others, with 
reference to the construction by Mr. Doyle of a sewer 
in George’s-street, in the year 1873, in consequence 
of which Mr. Exham was obliged to attend in Kings- 
town on the 29tli June, ultimo, when the followin'*' 
evidence was given : — 


June 29 , 1877 . 

(Before Mr. Exham.) 
Mr. Brady recalled. 


3137., Do you recollect the making of the new 
sewer in Upper George’s-street, in 1873? — Yes. 

3138. Is that the sewer in relation to which Mr. 
Doyle stated that Mr. M'Evoy had employed you as 
a spy upon him? — Yes. 

3139. Is that the sewer in reference to which he 
said he would bring the police to put you out of it ? — 
The same. 

3140. Were you employed by Mr. M‘Evoy to look 
after that sewer? — No. 

3141. Was it as a ratepayer you looked after it? — • 
Yes, sir, that is all. 

3142. What is your valuation ? — £12 10 s. 

3143. Did you go to look at the sewer while it was 
being cons tructedh— I saw portion that had been built 
with the fall in the wrong direction. 

3144. You say you perceived when the sewer was 
being made, that it was getting a wrong fall ? — Some 
thirty yards of the inside walls were built, and I saw a 
dam a few feet from the junction, and the water stood 
there against the dam about eight inches deep, and 
I then knew it was being made with the fall in a 
wrong direction. 

3145. Was the effect of this dam to prevent the 
water following the workmen? — Yes, to prevent its 
going in the wrong direction after the workmen. In 
fact the water was going from the outfall against the 

hill. 

3146. Had you any conversation in reference to that 
with Mr. Doyle ? — No ; first I mentioned it to Mr. 
M‘Evoy. 

3147. Had Mr. Doyle spoken to you about it before? 
— No. 

3148. When did the matter about the police occur? 
— After he heard I had mentioned it to Mr. M‘Evoy. 

3149. In consequence of your mentioning it to Mr. 
M'Evoy was there an appointment made by him to go 
there and examine it? — Mr. M‘Evoy said he and Mr. 
Kelly would meet me there at a certain hour. 

3150. Did you go there 1 — I did. 

3151. Was it then that the conversation took place 
about Mr. Doyle? — Mr. M'Evoy arrived at the time 
appointed. Mr. Kelly did not arrive at that time. I 
pointed out what I thought wrong to Mr. M'Evoy, 
who said he would take immediate steps and would 
have the levels tested before the work should proceed 
further. He then left and told me to wait for Mr. Kelly. 
Mr. Kelly arrived and looked for Mr. M'Evoy. I told 
him he was gone, and he asked me to point out what 
I considered wrong. I showed him the dam to retain 
the water. 

3152. Was there a pipe there? — No, not at that 
time. I told liim my belief was if the dam was re- 
moved that the water would follow the workmen. I 
suggested to him to have the dam removed. Mr. Kelly 
went • down a ladder into the sewer. He directed a 
man to break the dam, and the water from the Mul- 
grave sewer rushed in on Mr. Kelly, who came up the 
ladder and made use of a very forcible exclamation. 

3153. Did you yourself actually see the stuff coming 
down the drain ?-— I did ; and Mr. Kelly saw it run 
the workmen out and suspend the building operations 
for that day. 

3154. Was the whole of the stuff running in that 


direction, or only partially so 1 — It all went in that 
direction until it reached a certain level. 

3155. Can you say now what height of water or 
stuff there was? — I could judge about ten inches. 

3156. Did Mr. Kelly go away then? — He did. 
There was a special meeting called of the Commis- 
sioners. 

3157. Were you present? — I was not present; but 
it was convened by requisition to consider that matter. 

3158. Did you make any report yourself to the 
Commissioners on the subject ? — No, I considered what 
I did was sufficient. 

3159. What was done with the sewer afterwards ? 
— It is still in the condition it was in then. I was told 
a special meeting was called, and that Mr. M'Evoy 
called for an engineer to test the level. 

3160. Is there any resolution on the books in 1873 
with regard to this sewer in George’s-street? — Mr. 
Ennis. — No, it was dealt with at the time ; there was 
nothing done subsequently. 

3161. Was there a notice of motion on the subject? 
— I will see (referring to minutes). There is a report 
of the surveyor when he handed in a detailed estimate 
of the cost of the Upper George’s-street sewer, and I 
transferred that to the ledger, which can be seen. 

3162. What was the next thing ? — Witness. — The 
next thing was that I understood a committee had been 
appointed by that Board to inspect the work. I heard 
that. I looked round there on the day of the inspec- 
tion, and I saw the head ganger place a metal pipe in 
the sewer to conduct the water of Mulgrave-street 
sewer into the old sewer in George’s-street, which led 
to the Fortyfoot-road sewer. It was on that occasion 
Mr. Doyle called the police to have me removed. I 
saw that pipe put in, and I saw the sewer cleaned up 
as clean as that desk. Mr. Buckley’s sewer was made 
quite dry. It was an open arch. 

3163. What became then of the sewage of George’s- 
street ? — One end of that pipe was inserted in George’s- 
street and the other in Mulgrave-street. The pipe was 
staunched at both ends with clay. In 1867 I made a 
record of the drainage under Mr. Pallas. 

3164. What was that new sewer made for? — I 
presume to drain the houses on the north side of the 
street. . 

3165. Have they been drained into it, do you know ? 
— Certainly not. The sewer acts for the houses on the 
upper side now, but it did not at the time you speak 
of. 

3166. If it acts for the houses now, where does it 
go now ? — Some portion of the sewer was cleaned up 
for the inspection. The sewage was forced in the 
natural direction, but it otherwise would not have 
gone that way. 

3167. Having heard there was a committee of in- 
spection, you say the pipe was put in for the purpose 
of carrying away this drainage which would have gone 
in the wrong direction if allowed? — Yes, and when 
Mr. Kelly saw it the sewer was cleared up. 

3168. Did any committee come to inspect it? — Yes ; 
Mr. Kelly came. Mr. Daniel Sexton was the other 
Commissioner, and Mr. Brazil the third. I heard Mr. 
Kelly say to the other two, " There is no water there ; 
it is all right.” I explained that the metal pipe was 
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put there to carry tlie -water iu another direction. I 
requested to have it removed. 

3169. "Was that done? — No; Mr. Kelly told me 
•they did not consult me, that I had not been asked for 
any advice on the point. 

3170. Do you know how long that pipe remained 
there? — Until after the inspection of the committee 
and then tire dam was allowed to remain and do its 
work from that to the end of the sewer at Buckley’s. 

3171. (Pointing to map). Is that what you re- 
present as the dam there?— Yes, of course the pipe 
was removed. 

3172. Mr. Kelly . — It is not there now. 

Witness. — No, I should say not. 

3173. Mr. Exham. — Is there any dam in it now ? — 
No, decidedly not. 

3174. Can you say at what height should it rise at 
Mr. Buckley’s end before it goes in the direction which 
is intended? — I should say the difference of true level 
would be eight inches, and I will give you my reason 
for that : the water indicates the level, and ii was then 
only four inches at the outfall, and twelve at the end, 
which is supposed to be the highest point, and that is 
so still at the end of the sewer opposite Mr. Buckley’s. 

3175. And is Mr. Buckley’s house connected with 
•that sewer? — Yes, and all Eorthumberland-avenue ; 
it falls into the end of it. 

3176. According to that there is always twelve 
inches of deposit there ? — There are twelve now ; that 
has been opened since you were here before. 

3177. "Was it opened up the whole way ? — The two 
ends were opened. 

3178. What was found at the Mulgrave-street end? 
— Four inches at the outfall of it there. 

3179. Was it the day that the committee, as you 
call them, came to inspect, that Mr. Doyle applied to 
the police to take you into custody? — Yes. While 
waiting for the inspection the policeman asked me my 
business ; I said I was there as a ratepayer ; he said 
he could not interfere with me, unless I interfered 
with the works. 

3 ISO. Suggested by Mr. Kelly (to Witness ). — In 
what manner can you be a skilled witness to decide 
in reference to the sewers or levels of the township of 
Kingstown? — I was a good while at that kind of 
work. 

3181. At the construction of sewers ? — Yes. I 
made a record of sewers as they existed in 1867 under 
Mr. Palles, and the' Commissioners paid me for five 
months for that duty. I took the level of certain 
sewers, and that is how I knew the level of that 

3182. Suggested by Mr. Kelly. — When Mr. Palles 
was making the sewer's of Kingstown, were you handed 
over as an intelligent man to assist him in making the 
level of the sewers ? — I was ; I did that. There were 
three or four men went over them. 

3183. Is your business not that of a pavier ? — Yes. 

3184. Did you do your business as a pavier under 
Mr. Doyle, and then you have turned an asphalte 
layer?— No. 

3185. As an engineer you don’t pretend to be a 
skilled witness ?— I never stultify my senses. 

3186. If a flow of water contes down Mulgrave- 
street by the sewer, will it divide in the two drains, 
and run both ways? — No ; not according to the con- 
struction of the sewer there. 

3187. Did Mr. Kelly inn up the ladder? — Yes. 

Mr. Kelly . — And I would do the same again. 

31S8. When the sewer was making from Mulgrave- 

street to Mr. Buckley’s, was not the pipe inserted in 
that way? — Yes. 

3189. Was not that pipe kept there and dammed 
up until the sewer at Buckley’s was finished? — No, 
nor for forty-eight hours. 

3190. Mr. Kelly . — That is all nonsense? — If you 
did you would never get it out of it. I coidd give you 
a reason on tlie diagram there why you could not. 

3191. Mr. Kelly . — I saw the water there. There 
was a pipe laid for the purpose of carrying off the 
sewage of Mulgrave-street until it was stopped ; as 


soon as the flow of water came down and struck on Kixgstowx. 
the sewer, it divided in both ways. June as, 1 877. 

. 3192. (Suggested by Mr. Kelly).— What was tlie size Mr Bradv 
of the sewer ?— Three feet high by two feet at the spring 
of the arch — a brick arch. 

3193. Mr. Exham.— Was that from George’s-street 
up Mulgrave-street ? — Yes. 

3194. What was the size from Buckley’s to Mul- 
grave-street? — The same. 

3195. Is there much fall down Mulgrave-street? — 

A very great fall. 

3196. Mr. Exham (to Mr. Doyle). — Do you wish 
now to give any explanation on this matter ? When 
we were here last we invited you to give any explana- 
tion you pleased, but you declined doing so? — I did, 
because I was so perfectly disgusted with the persons 
that you chose to examine; I thought you would take 
a higher standing. 

3197. That is for us, Mr. Doyle. When giving 
evidence, the peasant and the peer are, under the law, 
all alike, so long as they give true evidence. 

3198. Mr. M'Ecoy. — If it is not on the minutes — 

I can’t find it on the minutes — but my recollection is 
distinct that after what occurred I moved to have a 
skilled person appointed to examine these sewers, and 
I was out-voted. 

3199. Mr. Kelly (to Mr. JDEvoy). — Is that your 
recollection? — Yes. 

3200. Mr. Kelly. — According to my recollection 
nothing of that land took place, because I would 
always go in for a skilled person. 

3201. Mr. Ennis (Town Clerk). — I have referred to 
any minutes for what Mr. M‘Evoy asked, and I eould’nt 
find it, and I am looking again to my minutes for it. 

I find that the construction of the Upper George’s- 
street sewer was to be carried out by a committee, and 
on September 23rd, 1873, 1 find on the minutes that 
tlie town surveyor stated to the committee there was 
a fall of one foot on the read from Mr. Buckley’s 
comer to Mulgrave-street, and that he had ascertained 
that level on the 22nd June last. He further re- 
ported — 

“ That the Upper George’s-stveet sewer is eleven feet in depth, 
anil from the invert to the surface of the road is eleven feet, being 
the same as that of the sewer from the Royal Marine-road to 
Mulgrave-street ; that there is five inches of water from the pro- 
posed junction of the sewcv to Midgrave-street. This is caused by 
tlie sand running down Mulgrave-street sewer choking the sewer." 

Well, then he has a long report on the subject It 
was then moved : — 

“ That the man-hole on the Royal Marine-road be opened to find 
the obstruction in tlie main sewer ; that the brickwork of the new 
sewer he built half way, but the arch not to be made so that the 
level will be more than the How of water therein; that the junction 
of tlie sewer be not made until the obstruction now existing be 
removed, and also that of the new sewer drain, Upper George’s- 
street ; that the new sewer he accurately shown on the map by the 
surveyor ■ that the chairman, the mover, anil the seconder of this 
resolution do attend next Wednesday, at eleven a.m., on this 
matter." 


Tlie surveyor also stated tbat it is not Mr. Pallas’s, 
but his own plans tbat he is carrying out, which will 
drain th'e houses on both sides of the street. 


“At the following meeting, in October, Mr. M'Evoy, tlie chair- 
man, reported he had examined the sower in Upper George's-street 
that day, and his suggestion was adopted that all man-holes of 
sewers he indicated by a mark ; and then directions wore given to 
the surveyor to examine the main sewer at or near Cod s-lane, to 
find the obstruction there and have it removed, a man-liole to be 
built at the spot, the work to be done under the inspection of the 
chairman at eleven o'clock, on Wednesday, A.M.” 


3202. Suggested by Mr. Kelly. — Mr. Brady, was 
there a stone in that sewer? — r No. 

3203. Was there a rock? — My suggestion was that 
Mr. Doyle did not commence that sewerage on any 
fixed plan, or iu reference to what he had to.do in the 
following year ; that he did not keep near enough to 
the Forty-foot-roacl, and that he did not drain George’s- 
sfci'eet sufficiently in this direction. I say further now 
that the fall is the reverse of the crossing at Mr. 
Hearne’s door to Mulgrave-street. 
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Kingstown 
June. 29, 1877. 
Sir. Buff/ 


Mr. Duff recalled. 


3204. "Were you the man employed to make that 
sewer in 1873 %— Yes ; but since you gentlemen were 
here, I am led the life of a greyhound. I am called a 
“villain” and “a two-faced blackguard." 

3205. By whom ? — By Mr. Doyle. I assure you I 
was called so ; and the world knows how J. made my 
property. 

3206. Are you still in the employment of the Coin- 
missionei'R ? — Yes. 

3207. Do you recollect the time that sewer was 
made? — Yes. 

3208. Was it you made it? — Yes. 

3209. Did you make it at the level pointed out by 
Mr. Doyle ? — Quite so. 

3210. Was that sewer made at a right or wrong 
level? — A wrong level. 

3211. Were you directed to put a dam across that 
sewer? — I was. 

3212. Who directed you? — Mr. Doyle. 

3213. For what purpose? — To hinder the water 
going after the men. 

3214. Was it going the wrong way ? — It was going 
the wrong way. 

3215. Was that the sewage stuff that came down 
Mulgrave-street ? — Yes. 

3216. Were you present the day Mr. Kelly went 
down the ladder ? — I was on the ground over the hole, 
when he was higher up. I saw the dam knocked 
away after he came up — very shortly after. 

3217. Did the water come on Mr. Kelly when he 
was down ? — Yes : but liigher up there was a dam. 

3218. When Mr. Kelly went down into the sewer, 
was the sewer dry? — Yes. 

3219. Did you see the water come in while Mr. 
Kelly was there? — Yes. 

3220. How did the water come ? — By the knocking 
away of the dam. 

3221. Did you, after that, receive any direction 
about putting a pipe in ? — The pipe was there, but we 
took it away until the work was nearly completed. 

3222. I am talking of the first day. Was the pipe 
in the first day ? — I think not, sir. 

3223. Who put in that pipe ? — I did, by Mr. Doyle’s 
directions. I suggested to him to do so. 

3224. For what purpose ? — To prevent the water 
following the men, as it was running the wrong way ; 
and I was told to mind my own business. 

3225. Did you ever speak to Mr. Doyle about the 
levels ? — I did. I told him the water was following 


us, and he said — “You mind your own business 
you’re only a servant.” 

3226. Can you tell me what is the difference of the 
levels between Mr. Buckley’s end of George’s-strect 

and the sewer at the corner of Mulgrave-street? 

There is at present about four inches of water or there- 
abouts, more or less, at Mulgrave-street; while at 
Buckley’s end there is twelve inches, according to this 
twelve-inch rule winch went down on the invert. The 
water just came above the brass end of the rule. 

3227. Is there then a difference of eight inches the 
wrong way ? — Quite so. 

3228. Mr. Henry.- — I would ask you to ask Mr. 
Duff was he tried before this Board ; because the 
Board tried him since you were here, and found him 
to be in error. 

Witness. — That is so. I was tried behind my back 
and found “ guilty ” by this Board. 

3229. Mr. Exham. — Do you say that since we were 
here and examined you about this sewer, the evidence 

you gave before us was investigated by the Board ? 

No ; and I am persecuted. 

3230. Mr. Kelly. — That is not true at all. 

3231. Mr. Ennis. — How it occurred was this : — At 
the monthly meeting in May, the town surveyor 
brought up a statement that on the examination of 
certain works, Duff had been guilty of insubordinate 
conduct, and the Commissioners thought Duff should 
apologise to him for his conduct. - 

3232. Mr. Exuam. — Did they ask Duff for an ex- 
planation? 

"Witness Duff — I was tiled behind my back. 

3233. Mr. lleilly (Town Commissioner). — We 
thought Mr. Doyle should not be annoyed, and we 
asked Duff to apologise. 

3234. Mr. Kelly. — I said at the monthly meeting 
Duff should get a hearing. 

3235. Mr. Ennis. — This was with reference to some- 
thing occurred between Mr. Duff and Mr. Doyle in 
the month of May last. 

3236. Mr. Exham. — I can’t go into that at all. 
(To Witness). — Tell me ; did Mr. Doyle give yon the 
levels of the sewer ? — Yes, sir ; it was Mr. Doyle. 

3237. (To Mr. Kelly). — Do you wish to give any 
evidence about this sewer ? — No ; I must tell you that 
Doyle never had such an enemy amongst the Commis- 
sioners as I am ; because there never was a day that 
I had not something to say against him. 


Mr. Frederick 


Mr. Frederick Barnes examined. 


3238. Are you engineer to the Blackrock township? 

3239. Do you know anything about this sewer 1 — 
Mr. Doyle asked me to come out, and I brought out 
the level and staff, and Mr. Duff held the level in the 
different man-holes from point to point, and it was 
within an eighth of an inch from point to point. I 
asked Dr. Roche to read the levels with me, and we 
compared notes, and there was not an inch wrong. 
I can understand when a cross sewer comes down 
that tire sewage coming down would naturally sink 
"below the level. In this case they shorrld dam up the 
body of water to prevent it flowing in. There was no 
such thing as the water being so high at Buckley’s 
comer. 

3240. The Witness Duff . — There was twelve inches 
of water. 

3241. Suggested by Mr. Kelly. — Mr - . Barnes, you 
are an engineer?— Yes. 

3242. And as an engineer, do yon state that they 
are perfectly proper levels?— I state the levels are 
perfectly correct, and I made Dr. Roche correct them. 
I think the fall was, from point to point, a foot. 

3243. The intention was to carry the sewage from 
Mulgrave-street to the Fortyfoot-road. What would 
you say, if there was a dam across the George’s-street 
end of the sewer near Mulgrave-street, and the sewer 
'whs perfectly dry, and that afterwards upon the re- 


moval of the dam a body of sewage matter entered it 
coining from the Mulgrave-street sewer and flowed in 
the direction of Mr. Buckley’s end of the sewer? — 
Well, I won’t say exactly what occurred at that time ; 
but they had naturally to prevent the water following 
when they were carrying out these works. It would 
nob, however, affect it after the works were completed. 
The levels are perfectly correct now ; but when I find 
(as I have in several parts of the township) the sewers 
are not properly trapped, a quantity of debris may fall 
down and there may be a dam formed which will stop 
the flow of the sewage. The sewers must be properly 
trapped to make all right. 

3244. Mr. Exham. — Is the sewer in question not 
properly trapped ? — It is not. The upper sewers are 
not properly trapped. 

3245. If there is twelve inches of liquid deposit in 
the sewer at Buckley’s end, and four inches at the 
Mulgrave-street end, what would be the result? — 
Well, what I would say is, that I account for it by a 
quantity of defois coming back and stopping the back 
stuff there. I took the levels of the sewer when the 
man-holes were open; there is not an eighth of an inch 
wrong in the levels of the sewer as now constructed, 

3246. The Witness Duff — At Buckley’s end of that 
sewer, where it comes down Northumberland-avenue, 
there is a slant to throw the mud, and water, and stuff 
away; and there is at this moment three or four inches 
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of ■water up in tliat pipe that should serve for Mr. 
Long’s house and all the houses I connected with this 
pipe. 

3247. Mr. Kelly . — They all have sewers at the rere 
of their houses. 

3248. Mi 1 . Exham. — Is tliat new sewer capable of 
draining all the houses in George’s-street from its level! 
— Witness Duff — If it emptied itself it is capable of 
draining what is going in, but no more. 

3249. But is it from its level capable of draining all 
the houses from both sides of the street? — No, it is 
not. I should also tell you that under the crossing of 
the Eortyfoot-road, it should be two feet or two feet 
six lower to drain Mr. Buckley’s sewer. 

3250. Suggested by Mr. Kelly . — Do you say that 


from Mr. Redmond’s to Mr. Manley’s shop the houses KisosTowir. 
have not drains ? — N o. J«w. 1877. 

3251. Have not all those houses a sewer in the rere, Mr 
which goes out through Redmond’s-lane, and goes into 
the main sewer ? — Quite so. 

3252. Mr. Exham.— M i-. Barnes tells me you did 
not want to make that sewer at all. 

3253. The "Witness Duff . — Ask Mr. Dovlo. what is 
the square of that sewer at each end, because it is only 
a small square. 

3254. Mr. Exham (to Mr. Doyle ). — What is the 
square of it 1 — Well, it is either one foot ten or one 
foot eleven. 

3255. Mr. Exham. — Is that the sewer Mr. Barnes 
said should have been made three feet by two? — Yes. 


Mr. Doyle recalled. 


Mr. Doyle- 


3256. Mr. Doyle . — I now wish to give you an ex- 
planation. The level is perfectly right. You can 
understand the sewage from Mulgrave-street with a 
rush of water coming down. When we open a sewer 
here we have to expect a rush of water. The level up 
to Mr. Buckley’s comer is six inches. The level of 
the sewer at this point is about eleven feet ; it is deep 
enough to drain the houses on both sides. At the 
present moment Mr. Buckley complains of the sewer 
running up Northumberland-avenue, opposite his 
sitting-room. It is this very sewer. It is built of 
eld rubble ; and this is the sewer he complains of. 

3357. Mr. Exham. — But Mr. Buckley’s complaint 
was this — He had expended some twenty odd pounds in 
connecting with the new sewer ? — He did expend that 
money in connecting with the new sewer. 

3258. His complaint is — “ notwithstanding that ex- 
penditure on the new sewer, I am inundated”? — No, 
he complained he had to' expend £17 in remedying 
that. 


3259. You hear what Duff and Brady state — that 
there is twelve inches of fluid deposit in the sewer at 
Buckley’s end, and four inches at Mulgrave-street end ? 
Can you say or not is that the case ? — I took the levels 
myself ; but I want to tell you, fx-om Mr. Buckley’s 
corner to the Fortyfoot-road there is two feet of a fall. 
During the time we were working in this sewer there 
was a rumour that there was a rock in the middle of it. 
I opened it and levelled it, and we took away pounds 
of silt that came down from Mulgrave-street. 

3260. Is the deposit there again 1 — Not at all, sir ; 
it is cleax-. We had a rush of water, but the moment 
we got this completed we sent in men and had it all 
cleared off. 

3261. Mr. Kelly . — The question is this : — If there 
is twelve inches at Buckley’s end and four inches at 
the other, and there are so many niches somewhei-e 
else ? Here are Dr. Koche and Mr. Barnes who tided 
it, and made this man (Duff) hold the staff. 


Dr. Roche examined. 


3262. Mi-. Exham. — Can you solve this difficulty. 
Dr. Roclie ? They say if you put the rod in at the 
man-liolc at Buckley s end, in the centre of the sewer, 
you find twelve inches marked on the rod ; and if 
you go to the other end there are four inches marked 
on the rod? — The facts are sacli, but the explanation 
will not follow. 

3263. But is tliat the fact? — It is. I took it as 
eleven inches. I took it myself ; and the difference 
between the places is about eighty-four yards, L tliink, 
but it does not follow that Buckley’s end will be lower 
than the other end. My report, or rather my letter, 
on the subject was to this effect : — I think it would 
have been a much more efficient sewer, if that, enfl at 
Buckley’s had not been made so low, and that it would 
have been much more efficient if it had been three feet 
higher. The day I saw it, the water was coming down 
with a tremendous velocity. I say the sewer at present 
is efficient, and the fact that this end is eight inches 
lower than that is explainable by circumstances. 
Running water does not run according to a horizontal 
surface, and therefore it may not run as deep at one 
place as at another. 

3264. Mr. Exham (to Mr. Lidor ). — Is it not the 
case, Mr. Lai or, that since we were here last the 


Local Government Board have refused the petition 
for a Provisional Order ? — Mi-. Lalor. — No. 

3265. Mr. Kelly. — They have not. They have re- 
fused us in this way : — We don’t require a Provisional 
Order for No. 1 sewer. 

3266. Have they not refused yon Nos. 1, 2, and 3 ? 
— No ; they say as we have Nos. 1 and 2 by agree- 
ment, “ you don’t require a Provisional Order.” In 
consequence of No. 3 sewer being thrown out, Mr. 
Doyle had to make an alteration in the internal sewer- 
age. They threw out No. 3 sewer long ago. 

This closed the Inquiry. 

Since the Inquiry closed Mr. Ennis (Town Clerk) 
forwarded to us a report on the sewerage, presented 
by Mr. Doyle to his Board on the 22ncl May, 1S77, 
with a request that we put it on our notes, which we 
do. (See Appendix No. 1, page 117.) 

Mr. Lalor, Solicitor to the Commissioners, also sent 
us a statement as a supplement to his evidence, with a 
like request, which we thought it right to comply with 
as he is the solicitor for the Commissioners and acting 
in then- behalf. For statement see Appendix No. 1, 
page 118. 


P 


Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



106 LOCAL GOVERNMENT AND TAXATION INQUIRY COMMISSION (IRELAND). 


Dalkey. 
April 9, 1877. 


DALKEY.— April 9, 1877. 

(Before Mr. Commissioner Lawless, q.c., and Mr. Commissioner Exham, q.o.) 


Mr. Hugh 


O'Neill. 


Mr. Hugh O’Neill examined. 


1. Mr. Lawless. — Are you the town clerk? — Yes. 

2. Is the township under the Towns Improvement 
Act of 1854? — Yes. 

3. When was that Act adopted in Dalkey? — On the 
2Gth August, 1863. 

4. How many Commissioners were there then? — 
Twelve. 

5. Does the number still continue the same? — Yes. 

6. Is that number now full? — Yes. 

7. Do they all possess the qualification required by 
the Act of 1854? — Yes. 

8. Was there not another Act obtained in 1867 — 
the 30 and 31 Vic.', chap. 134? — Yes. 

9. I see that by the provisions of that Act the Town 
Commissioners were incorporated, and powers were 
given to them to appoint certain officers, and to make 
rates, borrow money, and levy tolls? — Yes. 

10. What is the extent of the municipal area? — 
572 acres. 

11. What is the valuation? — The valuation for the 
present year is £12,534. It was £12,246 15s. last 
year, so that you see it has been improving. 

12. What is the population of Dalkey? — In 1871 
it was 2,084. On the 31st August, 1875, 1 took the 
census myself, and I found there were 1,083 persons 
more. 

13. That would make the population 3,167 ? — Yes ; 
in August, 1875. I did not take the census last year. 

14. Under the provisions of the Public Health Act, 
1874, 1 think the Town Commissioners here act as the 
urban sanitary authority ? — Yes ; they do. 

15. Though the population of the township is under 
6,000?— Yes. 

16. Do the Town Commissioners possess any pro- 
perty besides this town hall? — They own a bathing 
place that they paid £350 for ; that is the only pro- 
perty. 

17. When did they purchase the bathing place? — 
On the 18th March, 1870. 

18. For how much ? — £350 ; they hold in fee-simple. 

19. Do you pay any rent for it now ? — No. 

20. Do the Town Commissioners derive any income 
from that bathing place ? — No ; it is open for the use of 
the public. 

21. How long is this building (the town hall) vested 
in the Commissioners ? — They have a lease of it for 
150 years. 

22. From whom ? — From Mr. Porter ; the Commis- 
sioners pay £15 a year for the town hall and the gar- 
den at the back of it. It was, as you see, an old castle, 
and the Commissioners took the lease of it, and got it 
put into repair. 

23. When did they take this building and fit it up 
as a town hall ? — It was fitted up before I came here. 

24. Did they pay anything for the lease? — Yes, 
they paid £150 for it. They have the garden at the 
back set at the yearly rent of £6. 

25. Does that garden represent the only property 
that the Commissioners receive rent from? — That is 
the only property they receive any rent from. 

26. I perceive that your financial year- ends on the 
31st December in each year? — Yes. 

27. What rates have the Commissioners levied for 
the last year ? — They levied four rates last year • a 
rate of Is. 5 cl. in the pound under the 42nd section of 
the Dalkey Township Act of 1867. 

- 28. Did the Commissioners in 1863 adopt the Act 
of 1854 in its entirety? — No; only for the purposes 
of lighting. 

29. Have they levied that township rate for some 
years? — Yes; but the amount of the rate was not always 
the siime. In 1874 and 1875 it was Is. id. in the 
pound, and it will be the same this year, I think. 


30. Do you prepare an estimate of the probable ex- 
penditure required for the year? — Yes ; and we strike 
the rates accordingly. 

31. What other rotes do the Commissioners levy? 

A sinking fund special rate of Is. 2 d. last year. 

32. Under what Act did they levy it ?— Under the' 
51st section of the Dalkey Township Act. 

33. Is that rate fixed by the Commissioners in their 
estimate with reference to their liabilities for payment 
of sinking fund and interest ? — It is. 

34. Do tlie Commissioners levy any other rate? 

Yes, a water rate ; last year it was 4 ^d,, and the year 
before it was 5 d. in the pound. They levy that rate- 
under the 43rd section of the Act of 1867. 

35. How is the water supplied ? — By the Corpora- 
tion of Dublin, at id. in the pound. 

36. Do you pay that for the supply of Yartry water? 
—Yes. 

37. Do the Commissioners levy any other rate ? — 
Yes ; a sewer rate, last year it was Gd. in the pound. 

38. Is that a general sewer rate ? — Yes. 

39. Under what Act is it levied ? — Under the Sani- 
tary Act of 1874. 

40. Do the Commissioners levy any other rote? — 
Those are all the rates they levy. 

41. What is the gross amount of those rotes ? — They 
amounted to 3s. Gd. in the pound last year. 

42. I find that by the Act of 1867, the Commis- 
sioners are empowered to strike a Dalkey pier rate? — 
Yes. 

43. Has that rote ever been struck ? — It has. 

44. Has there been any peirs and harbour rate 
struck since you have been here ? — No. 

45. What was the gross amount of your Dalkey 
township rote for last year? — It was £816 19s. 6£d. 

46. How much of that has been actually received 
by the Commissioners ? — The total amount collected 
on foot of the three rates — the improvement rate, the- 
sinking fund rate, and the water rote, was £l,437 
3s. Id. 

47. Does that include the arrears from the previous 
year? — Yes; it includes arrears and everything to the 
amount of £570 0s. Id. 

48. The total amount collected in the year ending 
31st December, 1876, was £2,007 5s. 8d. ?— Yes. 

49. What arrears of last year’s rates were outstand- 
ing at the time of the passing of the. accounts of the 
year ending 31st December, 1876? — £682 4s. 5 d. as 
appeal's by Mr. Finlay’s report. 

50. What were your other receipts for that year? — 
Dog licenses ; rent of the garden at the rere of the 
town hall; hire of boardroom ; interest on Government 
stock (sinking fund account) ; contributions towards 
the sanitary officers’ salaries, and moneys received from 
Her Majesty’s Government in lieu of rates. (For 
particulars of these payments see copy account for 
1876, Appendix No. 2, page 124.) 

51. Will you look to the receipt side of the Commis- 
sioners’ account, passed by the auditor in February of 
this year? — Yes. 

52. Do the items there represent the entire amount 
of their receipts for the year ending 31st December, 
1876? — Yes ; the entire amount of their receipts is 
there set forth. (For particulars see copy same account 
as in last answer.) 

53. What officers are employed by the Town Com- 
missioners ? — First, myself, the town clerk. 

54. At what salary ? — £83 a year as town clerk, 
and then I am executive sanitary officer at £15 a 
year, and I am also sub-sanitary officer for the town- 
ship. 

55. Are you both executive and sub-sanitary officer ? 
— Yes. 
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56. What other officers do the Commissioners 
employ? — Mr. Walsh, who is surveyor and engineer, 
at a salary of £25 a year. Then there is the collector, 
who is paid a poundage of 6 d. on the amount of rates 
collected and lodged to the credit of the Commissioners. 

57. Does he collect all the rates levied by the Com- 
missioners ? — He does. 

58. And I suppose also that small amount of rent 
receivable ? — No ; I get the rent and lodge it. 

59. Does the collector give security? — Yes, for ,£300 
by the Guarantee Society. (Policy produced.) 

60. Is the premium on it paid for- this year ? — It 
is. 

61. Does he give his receipt for the premium to you ? 
— Yes, and I produce it before the board. 

62. Does he reside in Dublin? — He resides at 113, 
•Seville-place, Dublin. 

63. Is he engaged in any other capacity ? — I do not 
think he is. 

64. What other officers do the Commissioners em- 
ploy? — Those are all the officers; there are only the 
workmen besides. 

65. Do the Town Commissioners scavenge the town ? 
— They do. 

66. What staff have they for that purpose? — They 
have three men. 

67. Do the Commissioners employ any sanitary 
staff? — No. 

68. What is the annual expense of the scavenging 
■staff? — It varies every year. 

69. Are the men paid weekly? — Yes; the head man 
is paid 16s. a week; the others 15s. 

70. Do the Commissioners keep the streets and 
roads in Dalkey in repair? — They do. . 

71. Is there any county cess levied in the township ? 
— No ; the Commissioners have the roads under their 
control, but the Grand Jury have the county at large 
charges. 

72. Were the powers of the Grand Jury over the 
roads acquired by the Town Commissioners 1 — Yes, by 
the 11th section of the Act of 1867. 

73. Is there any sanitary officer within the town- 
ship? — Yes, Dr. Mayne. 

7 4. Do the Town Commissioners pay Dr. Mayne’s 
salary ? — No ; he -was appointed consulting sanitary 
officer by the Commissioners, who are to pay him. 10s. 
each time it may be necessary to consult him. 

75. Does that represent the entire staff of the Com- 
missioners ? — Yes. 

76. What loans have the Town Commissioners here 
contracted, with their date, and the security on which 
•they were borrowed ? — They obtained three loans of 
£2,500 each. 

77. Give me the first loan in point of date? — In 
March, 1869, £2,500 from the Hibernian Bank, repay- 
able by a sinking fund, and at five per cent, interest. 

78. Upon what security was it borrowed? — Upon 
the security of the Dalkey township rate. 

79. Has any portion of it been paid off? — No ; but 
the Commissioners have a sinking fund ; one-thirtieth 
.part of that is lodged each year-. 

80. Has the sinking fund been kept up ? — Yes, and 
now amounts to £41 6 13s. 4tf. 

81. How is that invested? — In Government three 
.pei 1 cent, stock. 

82. Is the three per cent, interest accumulated also ? 
— No ; we spend it the same as we do the rates. It is 
•lodged -with the treasurer, and expended on the town- 
ship. 

83. In 1875 and 1876 the Commissioner's have re- 
ceived dividends upon this sinking. Why do they not 
accumulate the interest ? — By the Act they are only 
bound to save one-thirtieth, and, therefore, they use 
the interest to aid the rates. 

84. The 50th section of the Act says the amoruit to 
be set apart every year to pay off the principal money 
borrowed on mortgage of the rate shall not be less than 
one-tlrirtieth of the money so borrowed, but it does not 
say you will be at liberty -to spend the income produced 
by that one-tlrirtieth ; however, this matter appears to 


have been stated fully in the accounts before Mr. Fin- Daxket. 
lay, and allowed by him ? — It was. The next loan is April s>, istt. 
tire piers and harbour loan of £2,500, borrowed in jj r 
May. 1869, from the Hibernian, at five per cent. O'tTeill. 

85. Is there a sinking fund for that loan ? — Just 
the same as the first loan, with the same amount of 
sinking fund, which now amounts to £413 13s. 4 d. ? 

— That has been transferred from one bank to another. 

86. Is the interest from it received and applied in 
the same way as in the last case ? — Yes. 

87. Upon what security is that £2,500 borrowed ? 

— Upon the security of the piers and harbour rate. 

88. You told us a short time ago that there has 
been no piers and harbour rate struck for several years 
past ? — No. 

89. Was there a sinking fund rate struck in the 
year 1869 ? — I do not know. 

90. Where are the books for the years between 1867 
and 1S71? — I do not know. I missed the book, and 
when I looked for it I covdd not find it. 

91. Do you mean to say that you have not got it in 
your custody as town clerk ? — I have not got the rate 
book. 

92. For the years between 1867 and 1871 ? — I have 
1867 and 1871. 

93. Have you not got the books for 1868, 1869, and 

1870 ? — No ; I have not. 

94. Was there any piers and harbour rate struck in 

1871 and 1872? — No ; there was a Dalkey Township 
rate, sinking fund rate, and water rate. 

95. What was done with the £2,500 raised on the 
security of the piers and harbour rate ? — It was spent 
in making a new harbour called the Coolimore Harbour. 

96. When was it expended — about what time? — 

In 1868 and 1869. 

97. Do the Commissioners receive any income of 
any land from that harbour? — No. 

98. Do they keep the harbour in repair? — Yes. 

99. Out of what fund ? — There is no rate struck to 
do any tiring ; there has been very little done to it. 

There was £16 5s. expended in 1876 in building a 
boat-slip, which comes into this account. 

100. Did they ever strike a rate for the purposes of 
the harbour ? — No. 

101. You say there was another loan contracted? — 

Yes : a water loan on the 9th January, 1871. 

102. How much was it ? — £2,500. 

103. From whom was it borrowed? — From Mr. 

John Fleming. 

104. At what rate of interest ? — Five and a quarter 
per cent. In case it was paid regularly he agreed to 
charge only five per cent. 

105. Has the interest been paid regularly so as to 
save the quarter per cent. ? — No ; it was not paid re- 
gularly, and we have had to pay the five and a quarter. 

106. Has the payment of that £2,500 been secured 
by a sinking fund? — Yes; there is £333 6s. in Govern- 
ment Stock. 

107. Was the sinking fund put by every year ? — 

There was one year missed before I came here, but 
since I have been here it has been always done. 

108. Has the interest been used in the same way as 
the others ? — Y es. 

109. Have the Commissioners borrowed any further 
sum ? — No. 

110. Upon what security was the water loan 
borrowed? — Upon the security of the water rate. 

111. How has it been applied?— In laying water 
mains, but it did not cover the expense of laying them. 

They cost £800 more than was borrowed. 

112. How was that £800 obtained? — It was not 
obtained. The contractors did the work, and the 
money is still due to them. 

113. Is the £800 still unpaid?— Yes, bijt the Com- 

missioners are getting the money from the Government 
at three and a half per cent, for the purpose of paying 
it off. ■ 

114. Who were the contractors for that work ? — 

Messrs. Eddington and Son, Glasgow. 

115. Have the Commissioner's arranged to borrow 

P 2 
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the money to pay the contractors ? — They have almost 
got it ; the Government has agreed to lend it. 

116. How much have they applied for ? — £841, the 
amount due to Messrs. Eddington. 

• . 117. Have the Commissioners applied for a Provi- 
sional Order 1 — They have, and the Provisional Order 
is confirmed. 

118. Has it been passed ? — Yes. 

119. I do not find that this Provisional Order gives 
them any borrowing powers ? — It is not under it they 
are borrowing it, it is under the Sanitary Act. 

120. Mi-. Exham. — H ave you not power under your 
old Act to borrow £10,000 1— Yes. 

121. Mr. Lawless. — Have the Commissioners 
borrowed any other sums besides those three you 
mentioned? — No. 

122. Was it a part of the arrangement with the 
Corporation of Dublin, that the Commissioners were 
to lay the water mains? — Yes, by the Act of 
Parliament they are bound to lay down the mains, 
but only within the township. 

123. I think you mentioned that one of your rates — 
a rate of Gd. in the pound — was struck under the 
Sanitary Act of 1874? — Yes. 

124. That 6(1. makes up the full amount of 3s. Gd. 
in the pound ? — Yes. 

125. Is it not the case that the piers and harbour 
debt of £2,500 is now being liquidated by the Com- 
missioners out of a rate that is not applicable for that 
purpose ? — I would not say that. 

126. Were they not authorized to borrow the 
money upon the security of the piers and harbour 
rate ? What power have they to pay it out of any 
other rate? — This sinking fund special rate, they 
conceive, makes provision for it. 

127. Mr. Exham. — W hy don’t you strike a rate to 
pay it ; and why don’t you keep -separate accounts 
of each of your rates, and the payments made out of 
each ? — If they did strike a rate it would be illegal, 
as they are doing nothing on the piers and harbours, 
and therefore could not spend the money. However 
the accounts of the different rates have been separated 
since the auditor drew attention to it. 

128. Are you paying out of the sewer rate any- 
thing to the piers and harbours ? — No. 

129. Was not the sewer rate mixed up with the 
general fund? — Yes ; but when the Government auditor 
drew attention to the matter it was kept separate. 

130.. Mr. Lawless. — You mentioned, I think, that 
the streets and roads of the town are repaired and 
kept in order by the Commissioners ? — Yes. 

131. In addition to the scavenging of the streets? 
—Yes. 

132. How is the town lighted? — By thirty-six 
lamps ; the gas is supplied by thp Alliance Gas Com- 
pany under a contract, but it is now run out. • 

133. What is the rate you pay for the gas ? — A 
contract was entered into between the Alliance Gas 
Company and the Commissioners by which the gas 
was to be supplied at 4s. 6c?. per 1,000 cubic feet, and 
to pay Is. 6c?. rent for each . lamp post. That con- 
tract was made on the 1st October, 1870. 

134- Is that the contract under which you are sup- 
plied with gas now ? — No ; . that contract ran out on the 
1st October, 1873, and no arrangement of a similar 
character has been made since. We now pay the same 
price as private consumers for the gas. 

135. Who keeps the gas-lamps in repair? — The Com- 
missioners keep the heads and glass repaired, and the 
gas company the posts. 

136. Has there been any new contract made 1— No. 

137. Do the Commissioners now pay the same price 
as the private consumers, and also Is. Gd. for each lamp ? 
— They do. § 

. 138. By whom are the lamps lighted ? — The men 
employed by the Commissioners light the lamps. 

139. Mr. Exham. — W hat was the cost of the Act of 
1867 ? — It was under £350 by special agreement. 

140. With whom was that agreement made ? — With 
the Parliamentary agents. 


141. Has that money all been paid off?— 1 There 
was a rate struck to pay it. 

142. Mr. Lawless. — Will you look to the expendi- 
ture side of your last accouut passed before Mr. Finlay? 
— Yes. 

143. Were the items tliero all expended during the 
year-? — Yes; everything in that account is quite correct. 

144. Were the several items vouched before Mr. 
Finlay ? — Yes, his signature is on foot of the account 
certifying that it is quite correct. 

145. i see by x-eference to Mr. Finlay’s last report 
that your late collector, O’ Dowd, was a defaulter to the 
amount of £158 18s. 1<Z. ? — An order has been made 
against him for that amount, hut he has no property, 
and a summons and plaint has been now issued against 
his security. 

146. How long is it since Mr. O’Dowd ceased to be 
collector? — The last rate he got to collect was in 1873 
and in 1874 he was discharged by the Commissioners. 

147. Are proceedings pending now? — Yes; a sum- 
mons and plaint was issued last week against one of 
his sureties. 

148. Why is it pot against the other surety also ? 

The other died about a year ago or more. 

149. Siu-ely it is the duty of the Commissioners to 
proceed against all the persons who may he made liable ? 
— They directed their solicitor to do what was best. 
He submitted a case to counsel for his opinion, and he 
told me a few days ago that counsel advised that it 
would be best to go against the survivor, and that the 
survivor could proceed against the representatives of 
the deceased surety. 

150. Were there two or three sureties? — Two and 
the principal. . 

t$jgl51. Have any proceedings been taken against the 
principal — against the collector himself ? — Yes, he has 
been served with a summons and plaint. 

152. Who are the sureties ? — Mr, Patrick Murphy 
and Mr. Byrne, who died about a year and a half since. 

153. I find there was a sum of £231 11s. Gd. on the 
account of 1875 as arrears of uncollected rates, which 
oxight to have been collected by Mr. O’Dowd ? — Yes. 

154. That was not collected in 1875, and it appears 
by the report of Mr. Fiulay, in 1S77 (his last report), 
that up to that time it had not been collected ; have 
any steps been taken by the Town Commissioners to 
recover that amount? — The present collector got a list 
of the names of the people owing the rates, but after 
spending a year trying to collect them he only got 
£15 0s. lid. In the meantime it was suggested that 
they should get me to collect the old arrears, and the 
auditor, it appears, states that it is perfectly legal for 
us to authorize me to collect them. 

155. Mr. Exham. — It appears from Mi-. Finlay’s 
report that the present collector has done his best? — 
We have an order against Mr. O’Dowd for £158 
18s. Id. 

156. Mr. Lawless. — Were those rates amounting 
to £231 11s. 6d. received by Mr. O’Dowd? — That 
has to be ascertained yet. 

157. Mr. Exham. — I perceive that for some time 
the railway company, and some ocher proprietors of 
land were overrated. Is it the case that since that 
was discovered to be a fact, the railway company and 
others have been allowed to retain out of their current 
rates sufficient to make up for the over-payments they 
made in past years? — In the year 1871, it was dis- 
covered that the railway company and some other 
parties holding land were rated too high, and the Com- 
missioners passed a resolution allowing it to be paid 
back if it was legal. When the auditor heard this 
lie insisted that we should proceed against the railway 
company to recover any rates that they did not pay 
without making any allowance for the hack payments. 
We believe we are morally hound to allow the over- 
charge, but proceedings have been taken. There was 
an agreement with the railway company that they 
should refund the money if the auditor did not allow it. 

158. Was that arrangement made with the railway 
company only, or with any other land proprietor? — Any 
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proprietor who "would give the required security to pay 
it back if required by the auditor, but none gave the 
security except the railway company. Mr. Tyrrell, one 
of the Commissioners) stopped the rates ; but we pro- 
ceeded against him, and recovered the amount which 
was paid. 

159. Have any other Commissioners done so? — No. 

160. In the account for the year ending 31st Decem- 
ber, 1875, the Commissioners take credit for a sum of 
£3'60 under the head of Law and Parliamentary costs. 

Is that the balance of a larger sum? — Yes. 

161. What was the entire sum? — Nearly £500. 

162. Were those costs incurred in opposing a bill 
promoted by the Kingstown Commissioners ? — Yes ; a 
bill to put the sewage of Kingstown and Pembroke 
into Dalkey. 

163. What became of that bill?— The Kingstown 
Commissioners were nominally the promoters of it, 
but they did not take any steps as Commissioners to 
promote it. Proceedings were taken in the 00011; of 
Chancery for the purpose of obtaining an injunction, 
which were successful. They brought it to the House 
of Lords and they were allowed to proceed as private 
individuals. 

164. By what authority did the Commissioners pay 
the costs incurred in that matter out of the rates ? — 
Because Dalkey would have been greatly affected by 
it, and there was a public meeting of the ratepayers 
held on the subject of it. 

165. Have you got any record of that meeting? — 
It was a public meeting ; the requisition was signed 
by thirty ratepayers — regular notice was given and 
the meeting called. 

166. Was there any meeting of the Commissioners 
consequent upon that meeting of the ratepayers? — Yes; 
after that meeting the Commissioners authorized 
Messrs. Casey and Clay to take the necessary steps to 
oppose the bill. 

167. Can yon give me the resolution passed by the 
Commissioners authorizing Messrs. Casey and Clay to 
do so? — The public meeting was held on the 8tli 
January, 1875, and the meeting of the Commissioners 
was held on the same day. 

168. What salary is paid to the town surveyor? — 
£25 a year. 

169. What are his duties? — To inspect the town 
once a week ; to attend the meetings of the Commis- 
sioners, and report everything to the Commissioners 
that he considers necessary. 

170. Has he anything to do witli the sewerage of 
the town ? — There is a new sewage scheme going on. 

171. Is there any system of sewerage in Dalkey? — 
There is a good deal of sewerage in the town. 

172. When was it made? — Some of the sewers 
were made by the Grand Jury. 

173. Before the year 1867? — Some of them are 
thirty years hi existence and some of them have been 
made by the Town Commissioners. 

174. Have any been made since the passing of the 
Act of 1867 : how long lias the town surveyor been 
here? — He is only here about six months. There 
was a surveyor hero before then who acted both as 
secretary and surveyor. 

175. Do you know anythingof tlieexisting sewerage? 
— Yes ; I have a general knowledge of it. 

176. Is the town sufficiently supplied with main 
sewerage? — Certainly not: the Commissioners are 
going to expend £4,000 in making main sewerage. 

177. Have they expended any money since the 
year 1867 in making sewers ? — I can give you the 
sums expended since the year 1S70 in making 
sewers. In 1S71 they expended £9 3s. lid; in 1872, 
£19 10s. lid ; in 1873, £1S 19s. 5d; and in 1875, 
£60 to an engineer for making out plans and specifi- 
cations for the system of main drainage, and also £130 
to the same engineer to clear off his account. That is 
all that has been paid for sewerage since the year- 1870. 

178. When was the first sewer rate struck ? — A rate 
of 4d was struck in 1874 and 1875, and in 1876 of 6d 

179. Has there been any money borrowed on the 


security of that rate yet? — Not yet ; but the Conunis- Dalkey. 
sioners are about to borrow it. April s, is? 

180. Has anything been done by the Town Com- Mr 
missioners in the way of providing main sewerage for o’Xeill. 
the town since 1867 1 I understand you to say sub- 
stantially there has not ? — Nothing with the exception 

of getting the maps, plans, and specifications, and 
getting the provisional order to enable them to go 
through the different places. As I said, they paid the 
engineer £190. 

181. Where does that sum appeal- in the accounts ? 

— £60 is in the account for 1875 and £130 in the last 
audited account. Last year we also paid £10 for 
lithographing maps. 

182. To whom was this paid ? — The £190 was paid 
to Mr. Andrews. 

183. Is he your town surveyor ?. — No. 

184. Mr. Exhaji. — W ho held the inquiry here : 
was it Mr. O’Brien? — No; it was Mr. Robinson. 

185. What staff have you for looking after the 
sanitary condition of the town? — There is no staff'. 

When I discover a nuisance I serve a notice on the 
doctor, who, if he considers it to be a nuisance,' makes 
a report to the Commissioners. I keep a separate 
book for sanitary business. (Book produced.) 

186. Do you keep a book which shows the nature 
of the complaint, the order made on the report, the 
steps taken to enforce it, and the result?- — No. 

187. The Local Government Board could supply 
you with a hook of such a form. Do you give any re- 
turn or make any report to the Commissioners as to 
whether nuisances have been abated or not ? — No. 

18S. What do you do supposing the people do not 
abate nuisances I summon them before the magis- 
trates. I have full power to enforce the carrying out 
of the order made by the Commissioners, and I always 
do it. 

189. Do you first make l-eports to the doctor ? — Yes. 

190. How often do the sanitary committee meet? — 

Whenever there is any business to be done. Some- 
times once a fortnight. 

191. I find there was a meeting of the sanitary 
committee on the 17th January, 1877, and none be- 
tween that date and the 28th March ? — If there are no 
reports from the doctor there is no meeting called. 

192. There was notice of a nuisance on the 17th 
January, on Mr. Tyrrell's property, and directions 
were given that if it was not abated before a certain 
period, lie was to be summoned ? — Yes. 

193. Is there any record of its having been abated 
here ? — No, hut it has been done. 

194. Were all the nuisances mentioned in this report 
of the 17th January abated on notices being served ? 

— They were. 

1 05. What is the meaning of this — 

“Meeting of Dalkey Urban Sanitary Authority,, Wednesday, 

26th March.— Ordered: ‘That the executive sanitary officer write to 
the Local Government Board and state that notice of nuisances has 
been served on the sanitary officer, and no report been received from 
him ; and that, sickness prevails in part of the township which re- 
quires immediate attention. The Commissioners would be glad to 
have instructions as to how they are to act"’? 

That was a ease in which I, as sub-sanitary officer, 
served a notice on the doctor, and he did not report 
on it. If he does not report I have no means of bring- 
ing the matter before the Commissioners. I have no 
tight to bring it directly before them. There was 
some sickness in the township at that time. The 
Local Government Board sent that letter to the doctor. 

196. Did the doctor neglect to make a report ? — 

He is not hound to make a report, it appears. When 
this question arose he referred the Commissioners to 
the words “ as soon as may be,” in the Act of Parlia- 
ment. He says he is only bound to attend to it “ as 
soon as maybe.” 

197. Did lie say he was entitled to exercise his 
judgment as to whether it was a nuisance or not? — I 
cannot say. 

198. On the 25tli August, 1875, a similar thing took 
place. Two cases were reported by you on the 5tli 
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inst., and it was ordered “ tliat the sanitary officer be 
required to inspect them and report within twenty- 
four hours,” and he did not do so 1 — Yes. He quoted 
that portion of the Act, and said he was not bound 
to do it. The Commissioners then wrote to the Local 
Government Board, but they would not interfere. 

199. Mr. Lawless. — Have you got the correspond- 
ence with the Local Government Board on this 
subject ? — Yes, I can let you have it. 

200. Mr. Exham. — I see several complaints here 
against property belongingto Mr. Tyrrell, which are con- 
tinued during 1875 and 1876. Did he pay any atten- 
tion to the notices ? — Those are privies which required 
to be cleaned out. Of course that sort of work re- 
quires to be done four or five times a year. Where 
new works were recommended you will never see it 
referred to a second time. 

201. Has there been any new work done in the 
town ? — Yes ; there were a number of pigs banished. 

202. Is that what you call new work ? — (No 
answer.) 

203. Were the people in the habit of keeping pigs 
in their houses? — Not in their houses, but very close 
to them. The doctor caused them all to be removed, 
and since then there have not been any cases of it. 

204. A broken sewer was reported at the foot of 
Vico-road. Was that set right? — Yes, I got that 
remedied ; there is a cesspool there which must be 
emptied when it is full. 

205. Is the house of the person referred to here 
near a public sewer? — There is no sewer in that 
road. 

206. Is it then a covered cesspool? — It is. The 
complaint is that the sewage oozes out. When the 
cesspool is full it overflows on the road. I must go 
and get it made right again. 

207. Do you think it is sufficient for the require- 
ments of this township to have only one sub-sanitary 
•officer who is also town clerk and executive sanitary 
officer? — This is a very small township, and the prin- 
cipal part of the houses are of a good description, so 
that there is but little sanitary business to be done. 

208. Had you not a great deal of work lately as 
town clerk ? — I had. I would rather not be sub-sani- 
tary officer, though I know a good deal about sanitary 
matters. The Commissioners themselves proposed 
tliat I should take tliat office. When the application 
was made to the Local Government Board, they refused 
to sanction my appointment to the two situations, but 
afterwards agreed to it on being informed by the Com- 
missioners that they could not afford to pay two men. 

209. Can you say whether as a rule all houses 
within 100 feet of amain sewer are connected with it 

■ in accordance with the provisions of the Public Health 
Act ? — Yes, they are. 

210. What is done where there are n'o main sewers ? 
— Then there are cesspools. 

211. Are there main sewers in this part of the 
town? — Yes. 

212. Have all the houses connecting drains? — Since 
I came here I have examined everyplace, and in some 
cases people are compelled to make them. In most 
cases they have them, but in some cases they have 
not, because the sewers are too high to carry off the 
house drainage. 

213. Do you mean the sewers already existing? — 
Yes; and where connecting drains cannot bo made 
there are cesspools. 

214. Where are the cesspools situated? — In the 
back yards. 

215. Are there any of the poorer class of houses 
that have no cesspools ? — Every house here, so far as I 
am aware, has a proper convenience. 

216. Is there a sewer on the road to Judge Barry’s 
place, that discharges on the public road ? — That is one 
of the places reported to the doctor ; there is a sewer. 

217. Does the sewage from it run out over the 
public road ? — It does. It is about to be abated. I 
have had an answer from the doctor with regard to 
the place this morning — it is only a pond that has burst. 


218. Mr. Perrin informs us that the mouth at the 
sewer is level with the road. Is that so ? — Yes. The 
person responsible for that place was summoned before 
I was sub-sanitary officer, and fined £1. He put in a 
sewer, but something has now broken in it, and the 
water is coming out on the road. The doctor says 
(reads) — 

“ I hereby report to you, that it appears there is from time to 
time foul water flowing from John Smith’s house upon the public 
road, and I recommend that the sewer be looked to as it appears to 
mo defective.” 

Some cart passed over the sewer and broke it. 

219. What is the date of that report ? — The 7th inst. 

220. When did you call the attention of the doctor 
to the place? — About a week ago. 

221. Mr. Perrin says the sewer is in tliat way a 
longtime. Is that so? — No ; it is not. 

222. Mr. Perrin. — I am sure it is in that condition 
for six months at all events. 

223. Mi - . Exham. — If that be so it would bear out 
what I say, that it is hardly fair to expect Mr. O’Neill 
to do his business as town clerk, and look after the 
sanitary affairs of the town properly. 

224. (To Witness). — What hospital accommodation is 
here? — There is no hospital. 

225. I observe that in the sanitary book there are 
several cases of scarlatina' mentioned, and the houses 
are ordered to be disinfected : is there any disinfecting 
apparatus in the town? — No; I give the materials to the 
people and let them use thfem ; iu some cases I see 
that they take out the clothes and bum them. 

226. Where do they take the clothes to ? — Into a 
field ; there was only one case in which that was done. 
There have been no cases of infectious disease in the 
town for the past two years, with the exception of a 
few very slight cases of scarlatina — children’s cases. I 
served the proper notice by the directions of the doctor 
and there was nothing more about it. 

227. Mr. Lawless. — I find a great many com- 
plaints about sewers not being in proper working 
order, and recommendations that they should be made 
all right? — Yes ; those cases have all been attended to. 

22S. Some of the complaints are so far back as 
1867. Do you find that the Commissioners as a 
body are anxious or prompt in carrying out the works 
necessary to be done ? — Indeed they are ; they always 
make the order which I carry out. Sometimes they 
summon parties to Kingstown before the magistrates, 
and go to a good deal of trouble, to get nuisances 
abated. 

229. Mr. Milo Burke. — 1 am chairman of the dis- 
pensary committee, and when examining the tickets 
issued during the past month I found they were 280 
in number, and there was not a single case of 
contagious disease reported in the entire Dalkey 
district. 

230. Were those tickets -all issued within the town- 
ship ? — Yes. 

231. Were none of them in Killineyand Ballybrack? 
—No. 

232. (To the Tovm Clerk). — What is done with the 
manure of the town? — We have tried to sell it, but 
could not get anyone to buy it, and then we offered it 
to anyone who would take it away for nothing. 
One pound was offered for it once, and accepted. 
At present we are giving it to anyone willing to take 
it for nothing. Sometimes we are compelled to 
employ horses to cart it, and throw it into the first 
place we can get. 

233. Do the Commissioners keep any horses and 
carts regularly for that purpose ? — No ; we only 
employ horses on certain occasions. 

234. Have the Commissioners carts of their own ? — 
Yes ; I employ horses every Saturday. 

235. Do you also superintend the scavenging of the 
town? — Yes. 

236. Is filth thrown into the streets in Dalkey ? — 
No. 

237. When was Bullock-road scavenged?— About 
■ two months ago. 
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238. Does the jurisdiction of the sanitary authority 255. Suggested by Mr. Stevenson (to Town Clerk). — d.vlkey. 

extend to Vico-road? — It is private property, and Was £350 spent on the bathing-place in Vico-road? — April o, is77. 
-what is thrown out there is not a nuisance. The Yes. Mr xJukU 

Commissioners never cleaned that road at all. 256. Was anything more spent ? — £13 IDs. Gil. was O'Neill. 

239. What do you mean by saying that it is a paid in 1870. 

private road ? — That’s exactly what it is. It belongs 257. Was there an estimate for making the bathing- 
to Mr. MaeDonnell. The Commissioners never took place 1 — The £350 was for the purchase of the land. I 
up that road, and it was never given over to them. cannot lay my hand on the estimate now. There has 

240. Did Mr. MaeDonnell make it an open public not been anything spent on the batliing-place since 
road ? — It is not a road that can be properly called an 1870. 

open thoroughfare for there is a wall — at the end of it. 258. How long was that bathing-place in good order? 

241. Mr .John Stevenson. — About three months ago — It was out of order when I came here. The very 
I wrote to tire Commissioners asking them to tell the first gale that came scattered it into bits. There was 
surveyor to look after the condition of this road, but not a vestige of it. 

they replied and said they had not anything to say to 259. Mr. Lawless. — H as anything been done to 
it. At the same time they laid water and gas mains repair it since ? — No. It is supposed not to be fit for 
in it. a batliing-place. 

242. Mr. Exhaji (to Witness). — Did the Commis- 260. Sir. Stevenson seems to think it constitutes a 
sioners put down the mains, and do they get water- kind of nuisance. Do you think so ? 

rates from the owners of houses on that road? — 261. Mr. Stevenson. — It is a positive nuisance. 

They do. You will see fellows there ostentatiously exposing 

243. What right had they to do so if it was private themselves on the rocks whilst there are frequently 

property? — (No answer.) ladies walking close by. The- Commissioners have 

244. Mr. Walsh (surveyor). — The matter of the never taken any steps to put a stop to that nuisance — 
roads was under my notice, being engineer to the the indecent exposure of men bathing on the Vico- 
township. In Dublin the Corporation and the gas road. 

company both lay mains in the streets, but on private The Town Clerk. — It is the first complaint I heard, 

roads they require that they should be properly 262. Mr. Stevenson. — Why, the Commissioners came 

secured before they take them up, and I think this down in a body one day to inspect it ; and they agreed 
is the case in all the towns in England and Ireland — it was a nuisance, and decided on taking steps to 
that the road should be first made secure. ' Then remedy.it. 

notice is served by the Corporation that the road will The Town Cleric. — When bathing there you are 

be taken up from the landlord, and until then it is a almost 100 feet under the level of the road. You 

private road. cannot be seen from the road. 

245. Mr. Exham.— D id not Mr. MaeDonnell dedi- 203. Mr. Lawless.— T he Commissioners ought cer- 

cate that road to the public long ago ? — No, because taiuly either do away with the place altogether, or put 
he has not properly paved it. up such an erection as would prevent it being used in 

246. Mr. Lawless. — I find in the Act of 1847 that the way stated by Mr. Stevenson. They have ample 
“ all the roads, bridges, and footpaths of any township powers to do so. 

shall be made by the Commissioners at the cost of the 264. Mr. Exhaji. — H ave the Commissioners con- 
township.” Is this a road within the township ? sidered whether the security given by the collector is 

247. Mr. Pen-in. — It is ; but to show you the way sufficient? — Oh, yes. 

the reads are kept here, I tell you that within twenty 265. Mr. Lawless. — H ow often is the collector re- 
yards of the house you are sitting in, you will see the quired to lodge 1 — Weekly. He is checked weekly on 
main streets left with heaps of manure and stones, the system of a book kept in the union. 

Borne people have cut channels across the road. They 266. Mr. Exhaji. — would you tell me how you 
do what they like with the roads here. stood at the end of the last financial year? — There was 

248. Mr. Walsh. — There are a number of private £682 4s. 5 cl. due for uncollected rates, and we owed 
roads here which have not been handed over to the our treasurer, the National Bank, £567 14s. Gd. 

Commissioners at alL 267. Mr. Lawless. — When was the last rate struck 

249. Suggested by Mr. Fen-in (to Mr. Walsh). — before that ? — May 24th, 1S7 G. 

Do you know the road leading from the church? Is 268. Mr. Exham. — T he result is that after paying 
that a public road? — Yes, to a certain point. your debt to the bank you have only about £100 to 

250. Is not that stopped at the end ? — Yes. pay the debts you owe for lighting the town, and other 

251. Where is the point at which it ceases to be a matters, besides paying current accounts and expenses 

public road? — The church gate. up to next month even if you strike your new rate 

252. Why should not the same principle apply to then. Is not that so ? — Yes. 

that that you say applies to Mr. MacDoimell’s road ? — 269. Although the rate is struck in May it is due 

(No answer.) in January, and the day after there would be rate duo 

253. Mr. Exhaji. — I t is a mistake to say there as well? — There are a lot of new houses built every 
should be a passage through and through. The test yeai-, and although we might legally strike the rate in 
of its being a public road is this. Has the owner January the valuation book would not be prepared 
dedicated it to the public, and allowed the public to from the Valuation office, and we would be at a loss 
use it ? As Mr. Lawless reminds me, there is Ely- with regard to the new houses. 

place in Dublin, and there is no outlet from that. 270. Mr. Lawless. — I do not find surveyor’s salary 

254. Mr. Lawless. — I do not think anyone would charged in tliis account ? — It is not in that account ; 

say Henrietta-street in Dublin is not a public street, he was in office that year, hut his salary did not come 
and it is stopped by the King’s Inns. due until March, I think. 


Mr. Milo Burke examined. 


271. Mr. Burke . — I would wish to give my opinion 
on the election and rating of voters, because the 
business of a Commissioner is simply to attend to the 
lighting, paving, and general improvement of the 
township. It has nothing to do with political or 
religious questions ; and, therefore, I think the town- 
ship should he represented by those having property 
in it. 

272. Mr. Exhaji. — We cannot go into that matter. 


The only tiling wc can do is to take a note that you 
wish to give your opinion on that question. 

273. Mr. Burke — From the formation of the town- 
ship I was chairman for ten years ; in October, 
1873, 1 resigned, and did not any longer remain a mem- 
ber of the board. Before I liad resigned my position 
as chairman, I had a report from Mr. O’Neill, and he 
told me he had reason to believe, from inspecting the 
books, that the collector was acting dishonestly. I 


Mr. Mile 
lllirki-. 
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came down with my son, a banister, and after investi- 
gating the matter we found there was £7 0 not properly 
accounted for. On next day of meeting, as chairman, 
I stated this matter had been reported to me by Mr. 
O’Neill. A couple of Commissioners stood up, and 
stated at once that this was a very improper charge to 
bring against such a respectable man, and they objected 
that the matter should be spoken of at all. However, 
I considered it my duty as chairman to mention the 
matter to the board ; and I told the finance committee 
they should look after the matter, and take the re- 
sponsibility on themselves. Mr. O’Dowd, against 
whom the charge was brought, knew all about the 
transaction ten minutes after the board was over ; so 
I think that persons who are not alone the acquain- 
tances of Mr. O’Dowd, but rated at only .£12 a year, 
are not persons to represent a growing property like 
this; If my advice had been taken Mr. O’Dowd would 
never have been allowed to run the rig he did for three 
years after. 

274. Mr. Lawless. — Did his defalcations amount 
to the sum mentioned in the auditor’s report ? — Yos. 
In fact he managed the thing in such a way that it 
was almost impossible to find out how the thing was 
done. 

275. Mr. Exham. — "Were you satisfied during the 
time you were a Commissioner and since, with the 
sanitary arrangements here 1 — We were not a sanitary 
board all the time. 

270. I see that long before 1874 numerous reports 
were made about pigs and other' nuisances in houses ? 
— There were. I considered the question of sewerage 
was one that always required the attention of tlio 
Commissioners, but from the immense pressure put 
upon the board for a certain number of years to do 
certain work, it was neglected. We had the harbour, 
the bathing-place, our water supply, and our town hall 


to get up. Then we ha,d a highly respectable pro- 
fessional gentleman who sent in samples of pump-water 
at Dalkey without ever stating where he got it, and it 
turned out to be uncommonly bad ; and this was one 
of the causes which determined our getting the Vartry 
water for the township. However, I am very happy 
to say, notwithstanding the bad opinion given of many 
of our pumps, they are still resorted to by the poor 
people in preference to the V artry water. With regard 
to the sanitary arrangements, I always considered that 
main drainage would be necessary according as the 

township grew, and it is growing very rapidly. Up 
to the time I left the board, I have no doubt that for 
the most thickly-inhabited portion of Dalkey there was 
sufficient outlet for main sewerage ; but, of corns e 
where houses were built where there was no main 
sewerage, it will be necessary to carry out the system 
advised by Mr. Andrews, which does not concentrate 
the sewerage into one point, but provides seven different 
outlets. We incurred £500 costs in opposing the 
sewerage of Kingstown coming into our township ; 
and I trust nothing of the kind will be allowed now. 
I believe the Commissioners have already rim some 
sewerage into Bullock Harbour. I believe it is run into 
it contrary to the wishes of most of the Commissioners ; 
and if that is allowed it will be a very serious injury, 
because they have made the sewerage sufficiently deep 
to carry off the sewage of Glasthule, and a very un- 
wholesome portion of Kingstown. 

277. Mr. Lawless. — It has been stated at Kings- 
town that this sewerage does not encroach on the 
Dalkey sewerage at all. 

278. Mr. Perrin . — It is only on the boundary. 

279. Mr. Hynes (a ratepayer) made a complaint re- 
lative to the illegal expenditure of £45 out of the rates 
in building a certain wall in part of the township to 
accommodate a private individual. 


Mr. Casey (Town Commissioner) examined. 


280. What evidence do you wish to give? — The 
year I became a member of the Commissioners — in 
1869 — there were some works done by the Commis- 
sionevs, and among the rest a retaining wall was 
built at Mountsales-road for the purpose of keeping 

. up the roadway. It was done in consequence of a 
letter we received from a Mr. M'Dermott, who threat- 
ened to take proceedings if the Commissioners did not 
build up the wall as dangerous to life and property. 
It was done, but it was generally considered there 
was more work done than was necessary. I took an 
active part in proceeding against the party I thought 
should be liable to pay his portion. I was defeated. 
This is what Mr. Hynes alluded to as a wall costing 
£45. It went around two gentlemen’s property ; but 
it was a retaining wall keeping up the roadway. 

281 . (Suggested by Mr. Hynes). — Was the wall 
continued to Mr. Corrigan’s ground where it was more 
dangerous than other places? — No. It is my opinion 
that Mr. Parkinson, who was in possession of the 
ground at the time, ought to be made pay. 

282. Is this a wall along the roadside? 

Mr. Casey. — It is, and if it were not built there a 
horse or individual would tumble over the precipice. 
The wall was built to keep up the roadway. The 
ground inside is considerably under the roadway. It 
was for supporting the roadway. 

283. Do you mean to say the owner of the ground 
should be made liable for making that wall ? — That 
was the impression, I think, of one half of the board 
at that time. 

284. Mr. Bv/rlce . — I think there was an order of the 
board to have that done, as it formerly belonged to the 
Grand Jury. 

285. What year was this in? — I think in 1869. 
From time to time stones tumbled out of it ; and 


whether the parties having the land on the inside had 
a right to build it or the Commissioners had a light, I 
do not know. 

28G. Mr. Lawless. — I am very much of opinion the 
Commissioners if they did not build it would be liable 
to the land-owners and the public if accidents happened ; 
but the Commissioners would have acted wrongly if 
that wall were only built alongside a certain portion 
of the road so as to protect favoiuite individuals. 

287. Mr. Hynes. — That is the fact ; because I was 
inspector for the Caledonian Insurance Company at 
the time Mr. Corrigan’s house was burnt down, and 
the wall at that place was in a most dangerous state, 
and nothing was done to it. 

288. Mr. Casey. — What gave rise to the controversy 
was, that part of the retaining wall was done and part 
not done. The portions of the wall of those who were 
Commissioners were done, but not the other parts. 

289. Mr. Lawless. — I can understand that ground 
of complaint against the Commissioners perfectly, but 
• as to the liability of this other party to pay for it, we 
have not anything to say to it. 

290. Mr. Exham. — Mr. Burke, during the time 
yon were here you had a great deal of experience. 
Was there favouritism in doing work for one man and 
not for another ? — Certainly not — -by the Commissioners 
as a body. 

291. Mr. Lawless. — Were there ever any com- 
plaints made of favouritism being shown by Commis- 
sioners to members of then- own body, or of neglect 
of the interests of persons who were not? — There was 
a good deal of little jealousy among the Commissioners. 
One man would say, “ Oh, you have got a gas lamp 
opposite your house.” And another “Oh, the road 
is cleaned in front of your house,” and so on, but 
nothing more than that. 
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Kingstown. 
Annual Report 
of Commis- 


The Commissioners of the township of Kingstown 
tLinV it advisable that, as usual, the following brief 
.summary of the business of the Board for the past 
twelve months, should, for the information of the rate- 
payers, accompany the annual statement of accounts ; — 
The Board of Commissioners of the Township, in- 
cluding the changes consequent on the annual elec- 
tion, held 1st January, 1877, consists of the following 
members : — 

Glasthule Ford— Michael O’Brien, Charles Burke 
Jordan, Hugh O’Rorke, J.P., Patrick Lagan, 
Michael Carroll, and Edward Roche, esqrs. 
Kingstown East Ward — John J. Crostliwaite, J.P., 
John Roche, m.d., James Begg, John Reilly, and 
Robert Herron, esqrs. 

Kingstown West Ford— Miles Kelly, J ames Barrett 
j.p. William Donovan, John Sullivan, Daniel 
Sexton, and James Crowe, esqrs. 

Monkstown Ward — James R. Stewart, D.L., John 
Doyle, and John M'Evoy, esqrs. 

James Barrett, esq., J.P., was elected," 8th January, 
Chairman of the Board for the year- 1877 . 

The roads, water, and lighting committee met weekly 
for the transaction of business during the past year, as 
did the finance committee, and the sewers, market, and 
sanitary committee. The resolutions adopted during 
the three preceding years have been continued, by 
which the accounts for all materials received and de- 
livered afford a complete check to the committee ; and 
the system also adopted by the finance committee, at 
the same time of auditing the accounts, ex a m i n i ng re- 
turns of storekeepers and gangers, checking work done 
by the water and. the sanitary inspectors weekly, has 
been found most satisfactory. 

There has been no difficulty in procuring a sufficient 
quantity of metalling for the roads and footways of 
the township. Bray Head stone has been continued 
to be used for the roads on which there is much traffic, 
and the former arrangements still exist for an adequate 
supply of limestone, sand, and tailings. 

The consumption of tire Vartry water has been kept 
rather under the stipulated allowance during the past 
year. As most of the houses in the extended township 
have now been connected with the mains for a direct 
service, and as the poorer districts of the township 
have been supplied very fully by the public fountains 
erected by the Commissioners, and those put up by the 
owners of the premises in these localities, the residents 
have now an abundant supply of this necessary of life. 

The gross valuation of the township- for 1876, in- 
cluding the valuation of’ Government property, which 
is £527 5s., was' returned by the Valuation Commis- 
sioners at £71,817 15* Deducting for lands and 
railways, the net valuation for rating purposes is 
£65,017. 

The provisions of the Public Health Act, 1874, and 
of the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 1875, continue to 


be vigorously carried out, the following being a brief 
summary of the business transacted during the past 
year ; — 1,775 houses and yards inspected ; 447 persons 
were noticed to make sanitary improvements ; 334 
nuisances were abated by service of notices; 28 
nuisances are pending abatement by magistrate's 
order j 144 persons were summoned to abate nuisances ; 
121 privies and ashpits were cleansed; 121 pig-styes 
and yards were cleansed, and the manure removed ; 
156 houses were lime-washed by the owners ; 2 1 privies 
were put in proper repair; 34 branch sewers were 
constructed, and 24 were cleansed ; 24 applications 
relative to abating of nuisances were attended to and 
disposed of; 14 lanes were cleansed several times, and 
the sweepings removed by the Commissioners’ staff ; 

2 persons were fined 10a. each for disobeying the orders 
of the magistrates; 10 notices were served upon the 
sanitary medical officers to inspect common, lodging- 
houses ; the slaughter-houses have been inspected 
weekly ; 45 samples of milk were procured and sent 
to Dr. Cameron to be analysed, and of these 4 only 
were adulterated — one with 50 per cent, of added 
water, the vendor of which was fined £5 ; the second 
and third with 16 per cent, each of added water, fines 
£2 each ; and the fourth 12 per cent, of added water, 
not yet dealt with. 

The continued healthfulness of the township is 
proved by the rate of mortality, as returned by the 
Registrar-General in his weekly reports ; and to ensure 
as perfect sanitary supervision as possible, an additional 
sub-sanitary officer (an acting-sergeant of the Dublin 
Police) was appointed last September. 

An inquiry was held in February last by the Local 
Government Board, with a view of obtai n i n g a Pro- 
visional Order under the Local Government Acts, to 
be subsequently confirmed by Act of Parliament, to 
take powers, in the most inexpensive way, to cany out 
main drainage, asphalting of footways, and other public 
improvements ; and the sanction of the Local Govern- 
ment Board having been obtained to the borx-owing of 
£8,000, for the purpose of building a town hall and 
court-house, and other necessary buildings, and also to 
the borrowing of £2,000 for asphalting, these sums 
were procured from the Royal Exchange Assurance 
Company last November, at the moderate rate of 
per cent, per annum. The Local Government Board 
have signified their consent to issue a Provisional Order 
to enable the Commissioners to carry out the projected 
works stated above, and to -vary existing local Acts, 
with the view of having their provisions made more 
suited to public convenience. 

(Signed), 

Robert Jambs Ennis, Town Clerk. 

Town Hall, Kingstown, 

January 11th, 1877. 


Kingstown — Town 

During the past year, main sewers have been con- 
tracted for, and are now nearly completed, in the 
following places, viz. Matthew-terrace and Kings- 
town-avenue, Tivoli-terraces, Glenageary-road, Adelaide 
and Albert-roads, Glasthule, Sandycove, and Castle- 
park-roads, Burdett-avenue, and Cumberland-street. 


Surveyor’s Report. 

11,200 feet are now finished; and for Mulgrave and 
Royal-terraces, Crosthwaite-park and Tivoli-road, con- 
tracts have been accepted, but as yet not. started. The 
work is well executed and satisfactory, but owing to 
the large quantity of rock excavation, the progress 
made is tedious. 

Q 


Report of 
Surveyor. 
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1. The water supply has been economized as far as 
possible, and the consumption kept •within statutable 
allowance. For a short time, your own and the Cor- 
poration meter differed considerably in registering 
quantity used — both have been overhauled, and now 
run fairly. Owing to a burst on the V artry main near 
Enniskerry, from the 14th to the 25th of October, the 
supply was limited in pressure and amount, causing 
for the time a good deal of inconvenience. All your 
mains and appliances are in fair order. Two orna- 
mental drinking fountains have been erected. 1,800 
houses have been inspected; only fifty notices to remedy 
defects have been found necessary ; and seventy-four 
new services have been made. 

The public lights have been carefully attended to, 
and twenty-two new lamps are now being erected, 
principally in the extra township, and filling up gaps 
where necessary. The band stand on the East Pier 
has been furnished with a new sun burner, and other- 
wise greatly improved ; it, and all the seats on the 
Pier, well and neatly painted. 

Asphalting the footways proceeds as rapidly as cir- 
cumstances will permit of ; and since September near 
2,000 superficial yards have been laid, principally in 
your main streets and thoroughfares, prior to com- 
mencing in terraces and avenues. 


New granite crossings have been put down in Upper 
and Lower George-street and Crosthwaite-park. I n 
Glasthule and Sandy cove extensive renewals have been 
made, and at same time the water-channels repaired. 

Some new kerbing has been laid in Upper George’s- 
street and Castlepark-road, and it has been necessary 
to replace a good deal of the old kerb where asphalte 
is used. 

Maintenance of the roads has received every atten- 
tion, and as a large increased duty has been necessarily 
incurred, owing to the roads of the extra township 
falling into your hands for repairs, &c., two horses 
one iron muck-cart, and three extra men, have been 
added to the staff. 

The amount of material used, is as follows, viz. : 

Bray Head Stone . . . 810 Tons. 

Limestone .... 2,817 „ 

Tailings and Sand . . . 1,806 ,, 

A central depot for your road materials would be a 
great convenience ; and this, together with sheds for 
your stock of carts and implements, would be exceed- 
ingly desirable, and conducive to considerable economy. 

(Signed), 

Francis A. Doyle, c.e., Town Surveyor. 
30th December, 1876. 


Abstract of the Accounts of the Receipts and Expenditure of the Commissioners of Kingstown Township 
for the Year ended 3 1st December, 1876. 

Gash Account. * 


Receipts. 

To Balance in Bank at beginning of year, . ■ . . . 

„ Amount of Rates collected, 1876, . . . . . . , 

„ Arrears of Rates do. 1875, . . . . . 

„ Glasthule Sewer District, Balance due, . • 

,, Do. do. do.. Law Costs repaid, ..... 

„ Kingstown do. do., do., 

„ "Water Rents, ......... 

„ Sanitary : — Fines under Sale of Food and Drugs Act, .... 

Fine for not obeying Magistrate’s Order, .... 

Cleansing Ashpits, <fcc., ... 

„ Local Government Board towards Salaries of Sanitary Officers under Public Health Act 
„ Market Tolls and Rent, . . . . . . . , 

„ Rent of 115, Lower George’s-street, . . 

„ Receipts for Water Services, ........ 

„ House Drains made, . . . . . . . 

„ Treasury — Contribution in lieu of Rates, ....... 

„ Surplus Money from Dog Tax, . . . . . ... 

„ Assurance Company — Returned to pay Income Tax, .... 

„ Sale of Manure, . . . 

„ Sale of Voters’ List, 9s. ; Old Rubble, 7s. ; and Contribution to Burial Fees, 5s., 

„ Mr. Crosthwaite — For Asphalte Materials, . . .. 

„ National Bank — Interest on Credit Balance, . . . . . 

„ Royal Exchange Assurance Company : — Loan to Build Town Hall and Court House, 

To Asphalte Footways, . . . , 

To Pay Mr. Sharkey, and for other Law Costs, . 


£ s. d. 
129 19 4 
9,010 14 10 
22 17. 7 
48 0 0 
3 2 6 
12 10 6 

30 17 7 

9 0 0 

10 0 
9 13 0 

21 12 6 

31 6 4 
16 6 4 
80 6 3 
13 5 4 
76 12 0 
41 4 2 

3 12 2 
14 0 
1 l 0 
12 0 
13 10 6 
8,000 0 0 
2,000 0 0 
1,700 0 0 


Total, . . 

Expenditure. 

By Water Meter Chamber, with large meter and a small meter, 

„ Water-works Fitting^, ....... 

„ Repairs of Lamps and Fittings, . .... 

„ New Set of Harness and Repairs of Old Sets, .... 

.; Feeding of Horses (four for twelve months, and two additional for six months), 

„ Shoeing of Homes (four for twelve months, and two additional for six months), 

„ Salary of Town Clerk (and as Sanitary Officer, see below), 

„ Do. Town Surveyor, . . . . . 

„ Mr. E. L. Alma (late Barony Cess Collector), Annuity, . 

„ James Murray, Esq. (late Secretary), Annuity, .... 

„ Wages of Workmen for Scavenging, Watering, &c., . . £5 

„ Do. Lamplighters and. Sanitary (see below). 

„ Road Metalling and Stonebreaking, . . , . . . 1 


i, Gas Company, Lighting of Public Lamps, three quarters, , 
„ Wages, Lamplighters, . . . . . 

„ Oil, Matches, <fcc., Lamplighting, . . . . 


. £21,278 17 11 


£ 

149 


£427 16 
130 12 
11 3 
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Abstract of Accounts of Receipts and Expenditure of the Kingstown Township Commissioners — continued. Apr. No. l. 


, Costs of making Branch. Sewers, . 

, General Printing and Stationery, .... 

, Collection Expenses : — Collection Fees, 

Stamps, Printing, and Stationery, 

, Asphalting : — Eight Boilers for mixing, &c., Asphalte, 

Paid Contractor for laying Asphalte, 

Limmer Asphalte, . 

Ground Limestone, 

TJphall Oil Company — Shale Tar, . 

Four dozen Bags, for Materials, Frames, &c., 

Miscellaneous Materials, . 

,, Provisional Order Expenses : — Fees of Professional Witnesses, . 

„ Miscellaneous : — Sir John Hawkshaw, C.E. — Report and Plans on Main 
Poor Rate on Township Water Mains, 1875 and 1876, 
Police Tax do., 1876, . 

Purchase of Two Homes, 

Messrs. M'Curdy and Mitchell — Design for Town Hall, 

„ Oil Suits for Workmen, and Livery of Water Inspector and Messenger, , 

„ Collector — Revising and Copying Rate Book, 1876, - . • 

„ Income Tax on Loan of £16,000, . . . • ■ ■ . 

„ Repairs of Stables, £10; Window Blinds for Offices, -£3 12s.; Painting 
Town Hall Offices, £21 12s., . . . • • 

„ Office Expenses (including Clock for Board Room, £2 5s.), and Surveyoi 
„ Coals for Offices — Board Room, Secretary, Surveyor, Collector, and Sand 
„ Sundry Expenses, ..•••' 

,, Premiums of Insurance — Town Hall, Stables, and Horses, 


£35 0 0 
50 0 0 
6 10 0 
22 6 4 


£52 0 0 
10 8 0 
3 8 4 
2 15 0 
28 4 7 

£65 0 '0 
32 2 6 


Expenditure. 

By Sanitary : — Salaries of Executive Sanitary Officer (half to be returned by 
Treasury), . 

Do. Consulting Sanitary Officer, do., . 

Do. Mr. Craig, Sub-Sanitary Officer, do., 

Do. Acting-Sergeant Duffy, Sub-Sanitary Officer, do. 

„ Do. • Mr. Craig, Sanitary Inspector, 

Printing and Stationery, 

Pipes for Gratings, 

Repairs, 

Wages of Board’s Workmen, . 

„ Market : — Salary of Clerk (who also acts as Storekeeper), 

Rent, £30 ; .Taxes, £2 2s. 6 d., 

Repairs,- £6 10s. ; Adjusting Weights, 12s. 9tf., 

„ Town Hall : — Rent, £88 9s. 8d . ; Taxes, £5 10s., 

„ Water Services : — Salary of Water Inspector, £77 16s. ; Fittings, £44 10s. 6 d., . 

„ Water Rate : — 5<£. in pound on net Valuation to Dublin Corporation, . . 

„ Treasury : — Repayment on Account of Loan of £1,300 for Pipe-laying in New District, 
Road Materials : — Broken Stone, Sand, Gravel, &c., . . . £439 6 

Bray Head Stone, . . . . • 141 0 

Paving, Kerbing, and Crossings, ...... 

Advertising (including Advertisements for Sewerage Contracts), . 

„ New Iron Mud Cart, £31 16s. 6 d . ; Repairs of Old Carts, £31 16s. 10 d., 

„ New Tools and Repairs of Old, ..... 

„ Repairs of Fountains, ...... 

„ Burial Fees, . . . v . 

Grand Jury: — County Charges, 2nd Moiety, 1875, £949 13s. 3 d., and 
1876, £774 5s. 10d, ...... 

Patriotic Assurance Company : — Half year’s Interest on Loan, £16,000, 

„ Election Expenses : — Hire of Booth, Clerk, and Printing, 

„ Revision Expenses' : — Barrister’s Fees, £15 15s. ; Printing, £23 3s. Id., 

„ Law Costs : — Mr. P. B‘. Sharkey, Parliamentary Costs, 

Do., Interest on above, 

• Do., * Solicitor’s Costs, 

Mr. Lalor’s Costs to August, 1876, 

Board of Works — Law Costs of Solicitor, 

Mr. R. J. Pead — Parliamentary Costs, 1875 and 1876, 

Solicitor’s Costs in connexion with Loan of £11,700, 

Agent’s Commission do., 


1st Moiety of 


Drainage, 


and Repairs of 


Implements, 
Ltary Inspectors, 


Kingstown. 
£ S. d, Abstract of 
Accounts. 


104 5 3 
93 19 8 
122 6 6 
1,325 14 3 
63 15 3 


580 0 0 
140 11 3 
32 15 0 
63 13 4 
10 9 9 
4 9 6 
22 10 0 

1,723 19 1 
350 0 0 
4 13 6 
38 IS 1 


£1,237 7 4 
54 17 9 
50 -4 8 
427 18 7 
15 13 0 
36 16 6 
96 14 8 
117 0 0 


2,036 12 
3 11 


£187 19 7 
13 18 8 

£95 0 0 
183 1 5 
118 0 0 
180 16 6 
38 7 10 
7 3 0 
2 4 0 


624 12 9 
60 18 0 
250 0 0 
53 19 1 
18 15 4 
53 12 8 
21 0 0 
18 5 9 
16 10 0 
6 0 0 

35 4 0 
16 1 5 
12 6 11 
14 8 10 
1 12 2 
10,629 6 10 

. £21,278 17 11 
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Kingstown Sewerage Cash Account. 


Kingstown Sewer District. 
Receipts. 

£ *. d. 

.8,000 0 0 

. 214 15 10 


Glasthule Sewer District. 

To Treasury — Amount of Loan, . . 2,000 0 

„ Rates Collected — Id. in pound, . 56 9 

, Alderman O’Rorke, J.P. — Moiety of 

Cost, Castlepark-road Sewer, . 22 10 


Kingstown Sewer District. 
Expenditure. 

£ s. c 

By balance overdrawn at beginning of 

year, 220 0 ( 

„ Mr. Thomas Sexton, balance on foot 

of Glenageary-road Sower, . S3 0 I 

,. Do. on foot of 2nd Contract do. do. 225 0 ( 
„ Do. on footofMattliew-terrace Sewer, 116 0 ( 
„ Mr. John Pluck, do. Tivoli-terrace 

Sewers, . . . . ' . 450 0 ( 

„ Salary of Clerk of Works— 14 weeks, 

at £2 per week, . . . . 28 0 i 

„ Board of Works — Repayment on foot 

of Loan of £8,000, . . . 190 10 ! 

„ Do., repaid General Rates for Law 

Costs 12 10 ■ 

„ Collection Fees, .... 4 9 

„ Balance in Bank, . . . 6,885 4 


Qlasthvle Sewer District. 


By Castlepark-road Sewer, in full, 

„ Mr. T. Sexton, Adelaide-rond Sewer, 

in fall, 

„ Mr. John Pluck, on foot of Adelaide 
and Albert roads Sewers, 

„ Mr. G. Dixon, on foot of Bullock, 
&c.. Sewers, .... 
„ General Rates Acct. — repaid amount 

„ Do. repaid Law Costs to Board of 

Works, 

„ Board of Works, on account of Loan, 

£ 2 , 000 , 

„ Clerk of Works — Salary for 14 weeks, 
at £2 per week, .... 
„ Compensation for injuries to Crops of 
Owners of Gardens along line of 


45 0 i 
430 0 
361 0 
523 0 
48 0 


Report of 
Local 

Government 

Auditor. 


Report of.G. W. Finlay, Esq., Local Government Auditor. 


Kingstown, 2nd March, 1877. 

Gentlemen, — I have the honour to report to your 
hoard that I have audited the accounts of the receipt 
and expenditure of the Commissioners of Kingstown 
township for the year ended 31st December, 1876. 

I transmit herewith an abstract of accounts. 

The Commissioners have made rates during the year 
amounting to £9,209 7s. 4 d., of which there was col- 
lected and lodged with the treasurer to the credit of 
the improvement fund £9,010 14s. 10(7., as also a sum 
of £22 17s. 7c7., arrears of rates of the year 1875 
which had been declared irrecoverable, and which they 
at the time appeared to be, but were subsequently re- 
covered ; there was also a sewer rate of one penny in 
the pound collected and lodged, amounting to £271 
5s. 5(7., which was placed to the credit of the Kings- 
town and Glasthule districts. 

There were arrears of the rate of 1876 declared irre- 
coverable, principally on the ground that the premises 
were unoccupied. . 

It was objected to at the audit that on a former 
occasion the sum of £1 3s. 4c7., arrears of rate on a 
stable the property of a member of the board, and 
which was let to another: member to enable him to 
complete his qualification for the office of Commissioner, 
and for which stable he was accordingly rated, was 
declared irrecoverable by the Commissioners, on a 
declaration of non-occupation in the usual form. 

On inquiring into this matter it was quite apparent 
that tjie rate should have been collected, and on my 
expressing myself to that effect, the amount was at 
once paid by the rated occupier. 

It was alleged that the declaration was made by the. 
owner through mistake. 


The Commissioners appear to be under a misappre- 
hension as to the effect and force of a declaration of 
non-occupancy ; they seem to think that they are bound 
to accept it as conclusive evidence that a tenement was 
unoccupied, although they might have the conclusive 
evidence of their own senses to the contrary. 

The 60th section of the Towns Improvement Act of 
1854 enacts that all unoccupied houses, &a, being 
at the time of making the assessment unproductive to 
the landlords, shall be exempt from taxation during 
the period of such non-occupation, hut is silent as to 
the force or even the use of, a declaration in determin- 
ing the question, which is simply one of fact. If the 
facts known by the Commissioners be at variance with 
a declaration, they ought not to be influenced by the 
latter. 

Objection was taken to the course adopted by the 
Commissioners in taking upon loan from the Royal 
Exchange Assurance Company a sum of £8,000 for 
building a town hall and court-house long before they 
were in a position to make use of the money, for which 
they were paying four and a half per cent., while it was 
lying idle with their treasurer at one per cent, 
interest. 

This was, no doubt, an unwise and unbusinesshke 
arrangement, as the money ought not to have been' 
taken until it was actually wanted for the purpose ; 
but since the audit a more satisfactory one has been 
effected by purchasing consols with the money, which 
now hears three per cent, interest, still there is a loss 
of one and a half per cent, on the amount. 

Law and ParEamentary costs, to tEe amount of 
£464, Eave been paid without taxation. 

Possibly this amount would not Eave been dimi- 
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lushed on taxation ; yet it is always satisfactory to 
have costs submitted to the proper officer appointed 
for the purpose, whose certificate is a guarantee that 
the proper amount has been charged for the business 
transacted. 

There was 'a question as to the sufficiency of a pay- 
ment made by the late chairman of the Town Com- 
missioners for materials for asphalting, which he had 
obtained for his private use from the Commissioners’ 
store, but I saw no reason for holding the amount to 
be insufficient. The further questions raised at the 


audit as to the rights of the late chairman to have 
made use of materials provided for public use in the 
township, is one regarding which I did not feel called 
upon to express any opinion. 

I have the honour to be, gentlemen, 

Your obedient servant, 

(Signed), George W. Finlay. 

The Local Government Board, 

Custom House, Dublin. 


Arp. No. 1. 

Kingstown. 
Report of 

Government 

Auditor. 


Report on Deviations in Sewage in the Glasthule Drainage District. 


The system of sewerage for a part of the Glasthule 
district in the plan for which a Provisional Order was 
obtained, contemplated the construction of a brick 
sewer for 300 yards on the Breffni-road, at a cost of 
£450, and twelve-inch pipes in Sandyeove-avenues, for 
a length of 300 yards, estimated at £150. 

,Tke Provisional Order for No. 3 intercepting sewer 
failing, the sewers in Sandyeove-avenues which hinged 
completely on this intercepting sewer for an outfall 
were in consequence I may say compulsorily suspended, 
unless deemed advisable to create a greater nuisance 
at Sandycove harbour than now exists, and which 
could not be entertained. 

Having given the design a great deal of considera- 
tion and carefully calculated the means at my disposal, 
I found to adhere to the original plan under the altered 
circumstances was a matter I could not attempt to 
carry out in a satisfactory manner, either financially or 
professionally, or do justice to the locality intended to 
receive the benefit of the proposed outlay. 

Acting under these convictions, I adopted the system 
now being carried out, viz., eighteen-inch and fifteen- 
inch pipes in Breffni-road, in place of the brick sewer, 
and twelve- inch pipes in Sandycove terrace and road, 
in lieu of those in Sandyeove-avenues. 

The sewer in Breffni-road, three feet by two feet in 
brickwork, would not be covered by the estimate, and 
in addition its size was unnecessary for the duty it 
would require to perform, and the pipes as laid down 
will be more than ample for all future requirements, 
and the more so, as all surface water of more than half 
the rain basin of this district is still kept in its old 


Report on 
Deviations is 

channel, and thus considerably relieves the main sewer Sewage, 
of a large volume of water and road dirt. 

I have calculated the size and discharges of the 
present system most carefully, and assuming a popula- 
tion of more than the average density of London had 
eventually to he provided for, together with the usual 
proportion of rain fall and water supply in the twenty- 
four hours, the sewers now laid down would he more 
than equal to four times these requirements, and in 
constructing the sewer along the Sandycove-road to 
Albert-road, I have provided for a locality much in 
want of sewage, at the same time cutting off from 
Sandycove harbour some pollution, as well as enabling 
the north end of Sandycove-road to be freed from a 
sanitary nuisance of many years standing, otherwise 
difficult to get rid of. 

In the event of No. 3 intercepting sewer being 
sanctioned and constructed, a fifteen-inch pipe laid in 
Sandy cove-avenue, West, and turning into it the 
twelve-inch pipe in Sandycove-road, will further 
relieve the pipes in Breffni-road, should such ever be 
required, and which I do not consider likely to occur. 

In altering the system sanctioned by the Provisional 
Order, changing brick into pipes and otherwise, I have 
done so solely on my own responsibility acting as your- 
engineer, and in what I consider to he an equally 
efficient and economical plan, believing such to he my* 
duty as your officer, and in accord with my affirmation 
to the best of my skill, power, and ability. 

. (Signed), Francis A. Doyle, 

Town Surveyor. 

May 22nd, 1877. 


Re Kingstown Provisional Order.— Opinion of J. H. Monahan, Esq. 


Provisional 
Order — 


I am of opinion, that neither the 4th section of the 
Act of 1861, nor the 2nd section of the Act of 1809, 
affects the case. I do not see how either enactment 
can be held to turn the Act of 1854 into a Local Act, 
so as to bring it within the scope of the 5tli section of 
the Local Government Act, or of the 26th section of 
the Public Health Act. 

Taking the several parts of the petition in order — 

Part 1. Is merely preliminary. 

Part 2. Deals with following subjects : — 

1. The compulsory purchase of laud for the purpose 
of intercepting and outfall sewers. 

2. The making, maintaining, and regulating such 
sewers. 

3. Borrowing powers. 

4. Power to make an intercepting and outfall sewer 
rate, not to exceed 5 d. in the pound. 

5. Power to Commissioners of Public Works to 
lend any sum not exceeding £20,000 for above pur- 
poses. 

In my opinion, all these objects, except the first, are 
outside the scope of a Provisional Order. 

They either repeat powers which the petitioners 
have already under the Sanitary Acts, or vary the pro- 
visions of public general statutes. 

With regard to (1) I see no objection to making an 
order under the 4th section of the Local Government 
Act, authorizing the compulsory purchase of land for 


the purpose of making sewers in exercise of the exist- 
ing powers of the Commissioners. 

Part 3. Consists as it appears to me, wholly of pro- 
posed alterations of existing public general Acts, or 
else repetitions of then- provisions, and is not within 
the scope of a Provisional Order. 

Part 4. As to the town hall, <fcc., I cannot find any 
enactment authorizing the Local Government Board 
to deal with these matters. 

Part 5. Except the borrowing powers may be sup- 
ported as an alteration of the Local Act of 1 861. 

Parts 6 to 14. Appear to consist altogether of altera- 
tions of existing public general statutes. 

Part 15. So far as it seeks to amend the Act of 1869- 
can be dealt with by Provisional Order ; the provision 
(see page 37) making the rate book evidence for the 
purposes of the Act of 1854, in my opinion cannot. 

Part 16. (By-laws) to part 19, the same observations 
apply as to parts 6 to 14. . 

On the whole, so much of the petition lies alto- 
gether outside the powers of the Local Government 
Board that it appears to me better not to hold any 
inquiry upon it, unless it shall have been first ascer- 
tained that the petitioners desire an order dealing with 
the portions within the jurisdiction of the Board. 

J. H. Monahan. 


Opinionof J. H. 
Monahan, Esq. 


29, Fitz william-square, 
28th June, 1875. 
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Kingstown. 
Letter from 
J. Lalor, Esq., 
to H. Robin- 
son, E9q. 


Letter from John Lalor, Esq., to Henry Robinson, Esq. 


24, Eustace-street, Dublin, 
14th December, 1875. 

Township op Kingstown . — Re Inquiry. 

Dear Sir, — Referring to the notice received by me, 
I am directed .respectfully to ask you, for the guidance 
of the Commissioners, whether upon the intended in- 
quiry, you will go into the question of the sewers Nos. 
1, 2, and 3, that is, their suitability and necessity for 
the respective localities, the sufficiency of the estimates 


of the expense of construction, and all other matters 
relating thereto, in addition to the question of the pur- 
chase and taking of lands for such sewers. 1 

Apologising for this trouble, 

I am, dear sir, yours truly, 

tt t, , • . J° Hff Lalor. 

Jdenry Robinson, esquire, 

21, Cambridge-terrace, Kingstown. 


In E T^ofJ°H N Lalor, Solicitor to the Commissioners of the Township of Kingstown 
L alor.' the e 5th > ^y e of^M^ 0 'l^ l ^ OVERNMENT aad Taxation of Towns Inquiry Commission (Ireland),’ 


For letter, 
see Ev. 3095. 


I wish to supplement my evidence, by stating that 
although I had, previous to the inquiry held by Mr. 
O’Brien, the Local Government for Ireland Inspector, 
on the 7th of February, 1876, the letter from the 
Secretary of the Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Rail- 
way, of the 2nd December, 1875 — (see copy herewith 
sent)— agreeing to permit the earthenware sewer pipe 
to be laid alongside of the railway, opposite Hadding- 
ton-terrace and the Gresham Gardens, upon the condi- 
tions therein mentioned — (this sewer known asNo. 2) 

but had not at the time, or until the 17th February, 
1876, as after mentioned, the letter to the Railway 
Company as to sewer No. 1— that on the West Pier; 
yet Mr. George Keogh, the solicitor, and Mr. Maunsell, 
the secretary of the said Railway Company, attended 
upon the inquiry, and lodged an objection against the 
Commissioners taking any compulsory powers in 
reference to the lands and property of the said Rahway 
Company and were prepared to support said objection. 

That said objection was lodged with the inspector 
of the Local Government Board. 

That the agreement (copy marked No. 1 herewith 
sent) being, prepared by Mr. Keogh and agreed to, was 
signed by me, opposition was withdrawn, and no com- 
pulsory powers were subsequently sought for in 
reference to sewers Nos. 1 and 2. 

That the letter of the 17th February, 1876, was 
sent to me after the inquiry, upon my application to 
the directors of the said Railway Company. (See my 
letter, copy herewith sent). This permits intended 
sewer No. 1 , on the West Pier, to run under or through 
the gentlemen’s bathing place on the West Pier, the 
property of the said railway. 

That I also had a letterfrom the secretary of the Com- 
missioners of Public Works, dated 6th December, 1875 
(allowing the intended sewer No. 1 to be constructed 
on the West Pier, upon certain conditions therein 
mentioned), in my possession at the time of- the inquiry ; 
yet the solicitor of the Commissioners of Public 
Works, as also the engineer of the said Commissioners 
attended at said inquiry, and the former lodged a 
statement in the nature of an objection, but did not 
oppose; and on the 12th December, 1876, the agree- 
ment this day produced, was entered into by the Har- 


bour Commissioners of Kingstown of the one part, and 
the Commissioners of the Township of Kingstown of 
the other part. 

Soon after the lodging of the petition, on the 26th 
day of May, 1875, I sent a case to Dr. Norwood, who 
prepared petition, to advise necessary proofs (being 
under the impression the inquiry would be held in 
about six weeks); and Dr. Norwood directed most 
full and special proofs in support of the petition, and 
amongst other witnesses directed to have in attendance, 
were engineers of eminence, scientific medical. men 
practically acquainted with sanitary science, and con- 
tractors, &c., cfcc. 

When the Commissioners decided on holding the 
limited inquiry, under Mr. Monahan’s opinion, I sent 
a further case to advise proofs to Dr. Norwood, and in 
his further directions for proofs he did not, to any 
great extent, alter the proofs directed by his first 
opinion, and retaining the proofs having reference to 
the question of the proposed sewers, as in his first 
direction for proofs. 

That with reference to sewer No. 1 on the West Pier, 
the only parties I believe interested therein were the 
Commissioners of Public Works as Harbour Commis- 
sioners, the Dublin and King stown Railway Company, 
and the Dublin and Wicklow Railway Company — the 
latter representing the Dublin and Kingstown Rail- 
way Company— and the tenant of the Dublin and 
Wicklow Railway Company to the baths on said 
W estern Pier ; and that I further believe the only 
parties interested in sewer No 2, viz., that on the line 
of railway, were the Dublin and Kingstown Railway 
Company, and the Dublin and Wicklow Railway 
Company — tbe former Company being represented by 
the latter. 

That at the time of the inquiry, the Commissioners 
of tlie township of Kingstown had not the consent 
either verbally or in writing of the Dublin and Kings- 
town Railway Company, to the construction of the 
sewers Nos. 1 and 2, or the consent in writing of the 
tenant of the Dublin and Wicklow Railway Company 
of the baths, to the construction of sewer No. 1, on 
the Western Pier. 

21st June, 1877. 


Letter from 
Local Govern- 


Letter from Local Government Board. 


Local Government Board, Dublin, 
23rd March, 1876. 

Sir,— Advertnig to tbe previous correspondence on 
the subject, the Local Government Board for Ireland 
desire to state for the information of the Commis- 
sioners of the township of Kingstown, that they have 
received the report of their inspector, Mr. O’Brien 
forwarding the minutes of evidence which he took on 
the 7th mat. and the four following days, at the in- 
quu-y which he made as to the propriety of granting 
the Provisional Order prayed for in the petition of the 
lown Commissioners, dated the 25th May, 1875. 
ihe petition consisted of nineteen different parts, 


dealing with a great variety of subjects, but, in accord- 
ance with the opinion of counsel obtained by the Local 
Government Board, the inquiry which they were 
enabled to direct was confined to three of these, 
namely : — 

Part 2, Clause 1. — Praying for an order authoriz- 
ing the compulsory purchase of land for the construc- 
tion of certain sewers, intercepting and outfall. 

Part 5. So far as it relates to an alteration of the 
Local Act of 1861 ; and 

Part 15. So far as it relates to the amendment or 
alteration of existing Local Acts. 

As regards Part 2, Clause 1 — the Main Drainage 
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question— whattheBoard have to pronounce an opinion 
upon, at the present stage, is the giving the Commis- 
sioners control over the land required by them for the 
execution of their plans ; but this matter is so closely 
interwoven with, and dependent upon several colla- 
teral questions that in order to effect a satisfactory in- 
quiry, it was necessary that the inspector should afford 
to the various local parties interested in the result, 
the fullest facilities for placing their views on record 
in detail, and of exhausting the evidence which could 
be adduced. 

The witnesses examined both in support and in op- 
position to the projected scheme, were taken from al- 
most every class in a community capable of throwing 
light on the several controverted points. 

Hie proposal of the Commissioners may be conve- 
niently divided under two distinct heads, namely : — 

1. That relating to the drainage and sewerage of 

Kingstown proper, and 

2. That relating to the Glasthule or eastern side of 

the township. 

After reference to the Provisional Order of the Local 
Government Board, dated the 27th day of June, 1874-, 
called the “ Kingstown Drainage Order,” the petition 
proceeds as follows, namely : — 

“ That the discharge, as at present,. of the sewerage of 
the township, is found to he productive of nuisance and 
inconvenience ; and when the internal sewerage and drain- 
age of the said township is improved and completed, will 
be still more inconvenient and injurious to the health and 

comfort of the inhabitants of said township if not remedied; . 

and it is expedient that such sewage should he intercepted said sewer will discharge the 
and discharged into the sea at deep water at the western Dublin, 
pier, Kingtown, and at or near the harbour at Bullock, in 
the parish of Monkstown, places conveniently situated for 
the outfall and discharge of said sewage, and for this pur- 
pose the lands and premises hereinafter mentioned will be 
required. . 

“ That plans of the several lands and premises so intended 
to be taken compulsorily , as also of the said intended in- 
tercepting and outfall sewers, and showing the lines thereof, 
have been duly deposited for public inspection (pursuant to 
the Acts in such case made and provided), at the office of 
the said Commissioners, No. 114, Lower George’s-street, 

Kingstown, and are herewith lodged. 

That your petitioners have had estimates prepared by 
the surveyor of the said township, which show that the 
sums required to enable them to construct the said inter- • 
cepting and outfall sewers according to the said plans, 
including the purchase of the necessary lands therefor, 
amount to the sum of £15,000 for the Kingstown drainage 
district, and to the sum of £5,000 for the Glasthnle drain- 
age district ; making together the sum of £20,000. 

“That the extension and improvement of the existing 
system of drains and sewers in Kingstown as aforesaid, 
could usefully and conveniently be carried into execution, 
in connection with the construction of such intercepting 
and outfall sewers. 

“ That your petitioners seek to be empowered to put m 
force the provisions of the Lands Clauses Acts with re- 
spect to the purchase and taking of lands and premises 
otherwise than by agreement, with respect to the following 
lands and premises, and all rights, powers, easements, 
liberties, and privileges in, under, and over the same, that 
is to say, certain lands and premises situate in the parish of 
Monkstown, barony of Rathdown, and county, of Dublin, 
containing two acres or thereabouts, and required for the 
purpose of an intercepting or outfall sewer or sewers No. I ; 
and certain lands and premises situate in the parish of 
Monkstown, barony of Rathdown, township of Kingstown, 
and county of Dublin, containing half an acre or there- 
abouts, for the purpose of constructing an intercepting and 
outfall sewer No. 2 ; and certain lands and premises situate 
a thetownlands of Glasthulo and Bullock, parish of Monks- 


conf erred by the Sanitary Acts, whether for works already Apr. No. 1. 
executed or yet to be executed, such loan to he repaid - — 

within a period not exceeding thirty or fifty years, as pro- Kingstown, 
vided by those Acts, and to bear interest at the rate of Letter from 
3$ per centum per annum, or such other rate as may in the Local Govern- 
judgment of the said Commissioners be necessary, in order ment Board, 
to enable the loan to be made without loss to the Exchequer 
on the security of any fund or rate applicable to sanitary 
purposes, and without requiring any further or other 
security. 

“That your petitioners seek power to make and maintain 
in the line, and according to the levels shown on the said 
plans, the sewers hereinafter described, or some part or parts 
thereof, with all necessary and convenient flaps, penstocks, 
inlets, chambers, filters, reservoirs, connecting sewers, and 
other works, appliances, and conveniences connected there- 
with respectively, and to enter upon, take, and use such of 
the lands delineated on the said plans, as may be required 
for such purposes, that is to say, the sewers and works 
following ; — 

“ A sewer in this petition called ‘the intercepting or out- 
fall sewer No. 1,’ and the altering, diverting, or extending 
the existing sewer adjoining the western pier, Kingstown, 
known as 1 the Harbour Commissioners’ sewer, ’ which said 
intended intercepting or outfall sewer will commence at a 
point shown on the said plans, fifty feet or thereabouts, 
measured northwards from the house on the western pier, 

Kingstown, belonging to the Board of Public Works or 
Harbour Commissioners, and running from thence in a 
north-easterly direction in, under, or through the sea-beach 
or foreshore of the bay of Dublin, and said western pier, 
and in, under or through, the gentlemen’s bathing place or 
baths on the said western pier, and terminating at a point 
on or under said pier, 3,100 feet or thereabouts from said 
first-mentioned noint, as shown on the said plans, where 
' ito the sea or bay of 


“ A sewer, in this petition called 1 the .intercepting and 
outfall sewer No. 2,’ commencing at a point shown on the 
said plan, on the Dalkey and Bray branch of the Dublin, 
Wicklow, and Wexford Railway, and extending- in an 
easterly direction to, and terminating by a junction with 
the existing main sewer at a point 133 feet or thereabouts 
southward of the railway bridge near I-Iaddington-terrace 
in said township of Kingstown. 

“ A sewer, in this petition called 1 the intercepting and 
outfall sewer No. 3,' commencing at a point shown on said 
plan, on the foreshore of the bay called Scotch bay and the 
foreshore of Dublin bay, and running thence dong and 
under the said foreshore to and through fields in front of 
Otranto -place, in possession of Messieurs Mackaige and 
Massey, and the representatives of the late Robert Meekins, 
Esq., thence by the avenue, path, or entrance to Sandy- 
eove baths, and to and through Sandycovc-avenue, west, 
and through premises in possession of Miss Clegg and Mrs. 
Reeves, or the said representatives of the late Robert 
Meekins, Esq., and by Sandycove-avenue, north and east, 
to and by the entrance avenue to premises in possession of 
Dr. De Mescfcin or Meekins, or the said representatives of 
the late Robert Meekins, Esq., thence through the ground 
of St. Kilda to the foreshore or sea beach of Dublin bay 
near Bullock harbour, and terminating at low-water mark 
on said beach, 500 feet or thereabouts westward of said 
Bullock harbour." 

With respect to Kingstown proper two evils of great 
.magnitude, and as to which there is, and can be no 
controversy whatever, exist in this part of the township. 

The first of these is the discharge of a main sewer 
near the commencement of the west pier of Kingstown 
harbour, and in close proximity to the bathing places 
there ; and the second is a somewhat similar discharge 
of sewage, though of a less aggravated kind, at the 
east pier. 

The remedy which the Commissioners propose lor 
the abatement of these two great and unquestionable 
the sewers No. 1 and No. 2, 


v - - v r r- . a nuisances is comprised ii . - 

town, barony of Rathdown, township of Kingstown, ana ,, £ or have been submitted, the latter 

county of Dublin, containing two acres or thereabouts, for ■ . +l,o east, niev 


the purpose of constructing an intercepting and outfall 
sewer No. 3. 

“ That under the provisions of the 43rd section of the 
Public Health (Ireland) Act, 1874, the Commissioners of 
Public Worksin Ireland may, with the consent of the Com- 
missioners of Her Majesty's Treasury, on the recommen- 
dation of the Local Government Board, make any loan to 
any sanitary authority for such objects as the Commis- 
sioners of Her Majesty’s Treasury may deem to be sanitary 
improvements, in pursuance of any powers of borrowing 


running in a westerly direction from the east pier 
(where it will intercept the discharge now going out 
there), along the line of railway to near the station- 
house, at which point it will join an existing sewer 
called “the Harbour Commissioners’ sewer,” which it 
is proposed to utilize from this point to the western 

^ Here the combined contents of this and No. 2 sewer 
will be caught up by the new intercepting sewer No. 1, 
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•which -will then run from this point along the -western 
pier to the elbow, a distance of about 3,000 feet, when 
ft will discharge into the'sea at a depth of water which, 
it is estimated,' must effectually protect the locality 
from all possibility of injury. 

The pi ; incipal objectors to this scheme were originally 
the Board of Public Works and the Dublin and 
Wicklow -Railway Company, who are in fact the pre- 
sent owners of nearly all the ground proposed to be 
traversed by the new sewers. 

Both of these bodies and the Town Commissioners 
have now, however, mutually agreed to terms which 
will enable the Commissioners to carry out their designs 
without obtaining any compulsory control over the 
property of the Board of Works and Railway Company, 
the application for which they have accordingly con- 
sented to forego as far as the property of these two 
bodies is affected by it. 

Copies of the documents stating the objections re- 
ferred to and their withdrawal are enclosed herewith. 

The only other objections tendered have reference to 
the details of the scheme, the estimated cost of carrying 
it out, &c. 

This, according to the estimate of the Commissioners’ 
engineer, Mr. Doyle, would be £13,747, and according 
to that of Mr. Cotton, C.E., who was called into con- 
sultation by the Commissioners, £14,259, or £412 
• more. 

Sir John Hawkshaw, when Mr. Doyle’s plans were 
submitted to him in 1873, estimated the cost of the 
execution of this part of the scheme, as proposed by 
Mr. Doyle, at £15,000, or £1,253 more than the esti- 
mate now submitted by that officer, but Mr. Cotton 
has in his evidence stated what is probably true as to 
this, namely, that K he probably put English prices on 
many things,” and on the other hand two contractors 
of experience expressed their readiness to undertake 
the execution of the works within the limit specified. 

With respect to a very comprehensive scheme of 
drainage suggested by Sir John Hawkshaw himself it 
may be sufficient to observe that the Commissioners, in 
the exercise of their discretion, have decided that the ex- 
pense would be too great to be imposed upon the 
township. 

When the time comes for application for a loan for 
the works agreed upon for the execution of the works 
comprised in plans Nos. 1 and 2, more detailed working 
plans and specifications will be necessary, and will then 
be submitted for approval to the Local Government 
Board, previous to their recommendation of the loan. 

Amicable arrangements having been entered into, as 
before stated, with the Board of Public Works and the 
Railway Company, the Commissioners will no doubt 
find little difficulty in satisfying both of those bodies 
.in the first instance as to all matters of detail. 

After full consideration, therefore, of this part of the 
petition, and the proposed scheme, the Local Govern- 
ment Board have to state that they are ready to direct 
the preparation and issue of a Provisional Order 
enabling the Town Commissioners to have control over 
the land necessary to enable them to carry out the 
construction of the intercepting sewers No. 1 and No. 
2, with outfall at the elbow of the western pier 3,000 
feet or thereabouts from its commencement. 

The stipulations of the Board of Public Works and 
the Railway Company, respectively, will be protected 
in the Provisional Order, so far as it relates to the 
taking of land belonging to them — that part of the 
petition having now been foregone under the agree- 
ments before referred to. 

The Local Government Board have now to refer to 
the scheme proposed for the Glasthule or eastern por- 
tion of the Kingstown Township, which it is proposed 
to drain by the new intercepting sewer No. 3. 

The engineer, Mr. Doyle, has in his evidence given 
a detailed description of the present condition of the 
foreshore from the point where the Glasthule River, 
or rather the sewer, discharges into Scotch Bay, to 
Sandycove Harbour; and though he has explained 


that the construction of the new intercepting sewer 
No. 2, for the Kingstown proper drainage, will have 
the effect of withdrawing from the Glasthule outfall a 
very considerable amount of the sewage at present 
going in that direction, namely, that appertaining to 
sixty-eight aeres of the most densely populated portion 
of the district, and so, of palliating to an appreciable 
and sensible extent the evil he has described. 

It cannot be doubted, however, that what will 
remain will continue to constitute an evil of very 
serious magnitude, calling imperatively for prompt and 
effective action on the part of the governing body of 
the township for its removal. 

Some evidence has been given to the effect that 
what is complained of in this quarter is in great part 
attributable to the neglected condition of the exist- 
ing sewerage, and it has been contended that greater 
attention to this, and the simple extension to deeper 
water of the present sewer would sufficiently meet the 
absolute requirements of the case. 

The great weight of the professional testimony offered 
is, however - , altogether opposed to this view, and no 
room appears to remain to doubt that owing to the 
entire absence of currents and the slioaly character 
of the foreshore there, no effective remedy can be 
looked for until all the sewage, public and private, 
at present discharging into the bay at the point 
indicated, is completely intercepted and conveyed else- 
where. 

But while there may be no reasonable doubt on this 
head, the evidence shows that when the next step is 
approached and a suitable outfall comes to be deter- 
mined on, the governing body find themselves at 
once confronted with difficrrlties of a very formidable 
kind. 

Mr. Doyle’s plan, sewer No. 3, proposes to convey 
the entire sewage of the foreshore from Glasthule River 
to Sandycove Harbour to a point of outfall 600 feet 
north of the entrance to Bullock Harbour. 

Mr. Pallas, c.e., Mr. Doyle’s predecessor in office, 
proposed a scheme in 1867, which selected for the pur- 
pose of outfall, a poiut considerably more to the north 
of the harbour than Mr. Doyle’s, but this proposal was 
not entertained because it was apprehended that from 
its proximity to the gentlemen’s bathing place atSandy- 
cove point, it would have been destructive to it. 

It was, no doubt, with the object of surmounting this 
obstacle that Mr. Doyle selected for his outfall a point 
which has at least the merit of not interfering in any 
way with this bathing place ; but it seems question- 
able whether, in avoiding this, he has not encountered 
another of a far more serious kind, inasmuch as what 
he proposes has evoked the strongest hostility and op- 
position on the part of the great majority of the most 
respectable and influential inhabitants residing in the 
neighbourhood of Bullock Harbour, and is, whether 
rightly or wrongly, regarded by them as a measure 
fraught with danger to their health and comfort, ns 
well as serious injury to their property in the district. 

The evidence tendered on this part of the inquiry is 
of a very conflicting and contradictory kind. 

Among the objections to this part of the scheme 
tendered to Mr. O’Brien, at the opening of the inquiry, 
was one from the land agent to the Port and Docks 
Board, but at a later stage this was withdrawn by their 
engineer, Mr. Stoney, on the Town Commissioners 
undertaking that the point of outfall was, under no 
circumstances, to approach closer than within 600 feet 
of the entrance to the harbour. 

In a report from the engineer on Sir J ohn Hawk- 
shaw’s proposal in 1873, the following paragraph ap- 
pears : — 


“ The Kingstown Township boundary is a little west of 
Bullock Harbour, and if the outlet be not placed in me 
Dalkey district to the south-east of the harbour, the lattei 
will be liable to be choked with filth and become a great 


DU “ The farther the outlet is to the eastward the better 
for Bullock and the.shallow coast to the westward. 
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Sir John Hawkshaw’s pbint of outfall, to which this 
report bore reference, was much further removed from 
the entrance to Bullock Harbour than Mr. Doyle’s, 
now assented to ; and in the absence of any explanation 
which Mr. Stoney might be able to give as to the ap- 
parent difference between his views now and in 1873, 
it is difficult to reconcile them. 

Possibly Mr. Stoney has satisfied himself, however, 
that the proposed distance of 600 feet will afford the 
harbour, as such, adequate protection from injury, and 
that he regards the sanitary aspect of the case and the 
apprehended injury to the property of the vicinity as 
being matters outside the immediate duties and respon- 
sibilities attaching to his Board, as no doubt they are. 

Without actual experience, in fact, it would perhaps 
be impossible for anyone to determine positively how 
'far the apprehensions of the inhabitants of the Glas- 
tliule and Bullock districts, as expressed in the memo- 
rials submitted at the inquiry, are or are not well 
founded. 

Be this as it may, there is abundant evidence to 
show that at best the experiment would be a very ex- 
pensive one, and one in which it is extremely doubtful 
whether the end gained would not simply amount to 
transferring the evil from one locality to another. 

The expense of constructing such a sewer as the line 
proposed to be traversed by this would require, has 
been variously estimated at £4,958 (Mr. Doyle) ; 
£10,739 (Mr. Pallas ) ; and £12,990 (Mr. Gray) ; and 
this, of itself, serves to show that this part of the 
scheme requires to be further matured, and upon full 
consideration of the evidence before them the Local 
Government Board are not prepared to issue a Pro- 
visional Order to enable the Commissioners to carry 
out the plan No. 3. 

The Board at the same time desire to point out that 
any professional witness examined has expressed con- 
currence in Sir John Hawkshaw’s opinion that by far 
the best outfall for the sewer from this end of Kings- 
town township is to be found in the Dalkey district, and 
there appears to be ground for hope that arrangements 
can yet be made between the Dalkey and the Kingstown 
Commissioners for effecting this object. 

The Local Government Board beg to recommend 
both Boards to open amicable negotiations on this 
subject, which, if approached in the spirit to be expected 
from two bodies representing such important public 
interests, cannot fail to result in an arrangement at 
once beneficial to the health of those communities and 
to the ratepayers of both townships. 

The provisions of the 25th section of the Public 
Health Act, 1874, to which the attention of the Com- 
missioners is requested, bear directlyupon this question, 
as do those of the 19th section when it may be nccessaiy 
to put them in operation. 

There would appear to be less ground to anticipate 
resistance or refusal to co-operate amicably on the part 
of the Dalkey Commissioners, inasmuch as they appeared 
at the inquiry as objectors to the Bullock scheme on 
the gi ound that it was “ calculated to injure theharbour, 
and render it and the adjoining sea-shore offensive to 
some of the ratepayers'of Dalkey township.” 

Having thus interposed to prevent the Kingstown 
Town Commissioners from obtaining access to the only 
available outlet in their own district, it would seem to 
follow that they cannot reasonably oppose a desire on 
the part of the Kingstown Commissioners, when for- 
mally submitted, to unite with them in carrying out a 
plan pronounced by all competent authorities to be 
the very best that can possibly be adopted, and which 
must prove both in a sanitary and financial point of 
view of great practical advantage to both townships. 

Having thus disposed of the portion of the inquiry 
which relates to the drainage, the Board will proceed 
to refer to the proposed alterations in the Kingstown 
Local Acts of 1861 and 1869, and which, though not 
of a very important kind, appear, for the most part, to 
be useful and reasonable, judging from the evidence 
tendered in support of them by Mr. Ennis, Secretary 
to the Town Commissioners. 


Some of the proposed alterations do not, however, 
appear to he supported by sufficient evidence of their 
necessity or utility. 

The first of these amendments of the Local Acts is 
the alteration or amendment of the 13th and 15th 
sections of the Kingstown Improvement Act of 1861, 
authorizing the levy and application of the Kingstown 
“ Road Rate,” so as .to enable the Commissioners to 
apply the rate to the general purposes of the township. 

It may be a great convenience to the Town Com- 
missioners to possess this power and to use it when 
necessary, and the Board see no objection to the same 
being amended by Provisional Order accordingly. 

The following are the paragraphs of the petition 
relating to this matter, as amended by the omission of 
certain words now no longer applicable : — 

“Pabt V Asphalting op Footways. 

“That by the 13th section of the * Kingstown Improve- 
ment Act, 1861,’ it is provided: — 

“ That in order to raise money for carrying the several 
purposes of said Act into execution it shall belawfulfor the 
Commissioners once in every year, in addition to the rates 
which by the ‘Towns Improvement (Ireland) Act, 1854,’ 
they are anthorized to levy, to make one or more equal rate 
or rates, assessment or assessments, under the name of the 
Kingstown ‘Road Rate,’ provided that such rates or assess- 
ments shall not exceed a sum of Is. 6d. in the pound in the 
whole in any year, without the consent of a majority of the 
ratepayers given at a special general meeting for that pur- 
pose convened, such majority to consist of not less than 
two-thirds of the persons present at such meeting, of which 
notice shall be given by tne Commissioners, expressing that 
the purpose of such meeting is to consider the propriety of 
making an increased rate, provided always that such rates 
shall not in the whole in any case exceed the sum of 2s. 6 d. 
in the pound in any year. And by the 1 4th section of said 
last-mentioned Act it is provided that said road rate shall be 
made or assessed on the same occupiers of premises, and shall 
be levied or recovered in the like and the same manner, and 
at the same time, or other times more convenient, subject 
to the like exemptions and with the like remedies, by way 
of appeal and otherwise, as the other rates by the Commis- 
sioners in virtue of the said ‘ Towns Improvement (Ireland) 
Act, 1854,’ and the Acts wholly or partly incorporated 
therewith, are made or assessed and levied and recovered j 
and by the 15th section of said Act it is provided — 

“ That the rates to be levied by the Commissioners under 
and by virtue of said Act,' shall be vested in the said Com- 
missioners, and applied by them in carrying the several 
purposes of said Act into execution as hereinbefore specially 
provided, and to no other purpose. 

“ That your petitioners have, under the provisions of said 
Act, from time to time levied a portion of the rate thereby 
authorized to be levied, and applied said rates as thereby 
directed, but said rate lias not at any time exceeded the sum 
of Is. 2d. in the pound. 

“ That it would effect a large saving of the rates of the 
township, and promote the comfort and convenience of the 
inhabitants thereof, if the footways of the said township 
were asphalted, and with that object they have caused 
estimates to he made of the expense of forming said foot- 
ways with asphalte, and from said estimates it appears that 
a sum of £2,000 will be required for the said purpose ; and 
your petitioners have, by resolution, dated 29th day of 
January, 1875, approved of said sum of £2,000 being 
borrowed and applied for the purposes aforesaid. _ 

“ That your petitioners, for the purpose of building said 
town hall, court house, and other buildings, seek leave to 
borrow the sum of £8,000 for the aforesaid purpose, upon 
the security of said rate or rates so proposed to be levied, 
from the Public Works Loan Commissioners, at the rate of 
interest not exceeding five per cent., or from any public 
company, corporation, or individual willing to lend same, at 
such rate of interest not exceeding five per cent., and on 
such terms of repayment as your petitioners shall think fit, 
provided that such sum so intended to he borrowed be re- 
paid within a period of sixty years from the date of borrow- 
ing same, or that your petitioners may bo authorized to 
apply a portion of the Kingstown road rate for the aforesaid 
purpose, and to provide a fund to pay said sum so proposed 
to he borrowed, and the interest thereon, from the afore- 
said parties, should it be deemed more advisable to borrow 
upon the security of the road rate, rather than the improve- 
ment rate ; and your petitioners also seek powers to borrow 
upon the security of the said rate or rates, from the parties 
aforesaid, and at such terms as to interest and otherwise as 
aforesaid, said sum of £2,000, for the purpose of asphalting 
the footways of the said township of Kingstown. 

R 
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The remaining part of the inquiry held by Mr. 
O’Brien, had reference to the amendment of section 
145 of the Dublin Grand Jury Act of 1844, relating 
to the steps necessary to be taken where there may be 
“ obstruction in any public road caused by any trees 
so as to occasion danger to the public,” and to the 
amendment of the Local Acts of 1861 and 1869, in 
certain particulars. 

The following are extracts from the petition on these 
points : — 

“Part XV. — Local Government and Amendment of Acts. 

“ That section 12 of the Act of 1869, in case of title by 
descent, &c., how occupation is to be reckoned, shall be read 
and have effect as if among the conditions entitling the 
person or persons in that section mentioned to reckon the 
occupancy and rating in respect of occupancy of the person 
from or by whom such premises came to him or them as 
his or their own occupancy, as if the word ‘ succession ’ had 
been inserted next after the word 1 descent ’ and imme- 
diately preceding the word ‘ marriage' in the said section. 
Provided always that the provisions of the foregoing section 
shall be held to apply to and include immediate lessors as 
well as occupiers. 

“That the premises in respect of the occupation of which 
any person shall be entitled to be registered in any year as 
an elector and to vote in the election of any Commissioner 
for the township, shall not he required to be the same 
premises, but may be different premises occupied in imme- 
diate succession by such person during the eighteen 
calendar months next previous, in any succeeding years, to 
the 20th day of July in such year, and section of the Act of 
1869 shall be read and have effect accordingly. 

“ That if any person shall quit or be about to quit any 
rateable.property before he has paid the rates then payable 
by him in respect thereof, and do not pay the same to the 
collector on demand, any justice having jurisdiction where 
such person resides or his goods are found, may summon 
such person to appear before him at a time mentioned in the 
summons, to show cause why such rates should not be paid, 
and if no sufficient cause for the non-payment of such rates 
he shown, accordingly the same shall be levied by distress, 
and such justice shall issue his warrant accordingly. 

“ That whereas, by the Act of 1 861, the management of 
the roads and bridges in the said township was transferred 
from the Grand Jury of the county of Dublin to the Com- 
missioners elected and acting in the said township, under the 
provisions of the said Act of 1854. and it is expedient that 
the rights, powers, and authorities hitherto exercised by the 
said Grand Jury of the said county of Dublin, under the 
provisions of a statute passed in the 7th and 8th years of 
Her present Majesty, intituled * An Act to consolidate and 
amend the laws for the regulation of Grand Jury Present- 
ments in the county of Dublin,’ within the said township, 
should, so far as same are applicable, be transferred to, and 
exercised by, the Commissioners of the said township ; and 
be it therefore enacted that the provisions of the 145th 
section of the said last mentioned Act shall he incorporated 
herewith, and the powers in said section authorized to be 
exercised by tbe district surveyor or contractor, may be 
exercised by the surveyor or contractor of and for the said 
Commissioners. 

“That sectionlO of the said Act of 1869, which prescribes 
the qualification of persons eligible to be elected Commis- 
sioners, be amended so far as relates to the township of 
Kingstown, and that from and after the confirmation of this 
order every male householder or occupier of full age, rated 
to the relief of the poor at the net annual value of £20 or 
upwards, in respect of lands, tenements, or hereditaments, 
within the said township, and occupied by him, as in said 
section 1 0 set forth, shall, if duly registered, as in said Act 
of 1869 (as amended by this order) contained, be eligible 
to he elected a Commissioner under said Act of 1869. 

“Provided always that evidence of actual occupation as 
tenant or owner from the period required by said Act of 
1869, by any occupier seeking to be registered as an elector 
for the said township, shall be deemed to be sufficient, 
without the name of said occupier or owner appearing 
on the rate book of the Commissioners, or of the Poor Law 
'Union, in respect of such premises under the Acts for the 
•relief of destitute poor in Ireland. 

“ That section 1 4 of the said Act of 1869 he repealed down 
the word ‘rated,’ immediately preceding the words 
4 provided always ’ of the first proviso of said section. 

“ That section 1 7 of said Act of 1869, and the schedule B 
"thereto be amended, and that from and after the confirma- 
tion by Parliament of this order, it shall not be necessary 
for the clerk to the said Commissioners, in preparing the 
hook for each ward containing the names of persons entitled 
to be electors in the said township, as required by the 17th 


section, to prepare said book according to form No. 1 in said 
schedule B, and the said clerk may omit from said book 
the several columns showing the particulars under the head 
4 Poor Rate,’ and under the head 4 Hate made under the 
60th section of Act of 1854,’ and .under the head ‘And 
so on for any other rates made under the said Act, or any 
local Act in force in the township, as the case may be,' and 
that the said form No. 1 in said schedule be therefore 
amended. 

41 That sections 1.8, 19, and 20 of the said Act of 1869 
shall, from and after the confirmation by Parliament of this 
order, be repealed. 

44 That the 22nd section of said Act of 1869 be amended 
and shall be read and have effect as if the words 4 except- 
ing, nevertheless, from such lists the name of every person 
who does not appear by the entries made in the books here- 
inbefore mentioned to have paid all rates by this Act 
required to be paid in order to qualify such person to be or 
to be registered as an elector of the township,’ had been 
omitted therefrom, and that in lieu of the forms No. 1 and 
No. 2 in schedule B annexed to said Act of 1869, the 
forms No. 9 and No. 10 in schedule No 3 to this petition 
annexed, be the forms in which, after the confirmation of 
this order, said lists shall be made out as aforesaid. 

“ That the 24th section of said Act of 1869 be amended, 
by omitting the word 1 twentieth ’ and inserting the word 
4 fifteenth ’ immediately before the words 1 day of October ’ 
in the third line of said section, and by omitting the words 
1 twenty-second ’ and inserting in lieu thereof the word 
4 twentieth ’ in the sixth line of said section, and by omitting 
the. words ‘twenty-seventh ’ and inserting in lieu thereof the 
words 4 twenty-fourth ' in the eleventh and twelfth and in 
the sixteenth lines of the said section, and by omitting the 
word 4 seven ’ and inserting in lieu thereof the word 1 five’ 
in lines twenty-aix and thirty-one of said 24th section of 
the Act of 1869, and 4 copy ’ in the last line of said 24th 
section shall be held to mean a copy of any list made in 
pursuance of the requirements of said 24th section. 

44 That whereas by thq 26th and 32nd sections of the said 
Act of 1869 it- is provided that the said Commissioners may 
apply for the purpose of paying a sum not exceeding five 
guineas per day to the Revising Barrister, to be appointed 
as in said 26th section set forth, and by the 32nd. section a 
reasonable sum to be by them, the said Commissioners, as- 
certained, may be by the said Commissioners applied for the 
preparing the said register and list, and that the said Com- 
missioners may apply for that purpose any moneys coming 
to their hands by virtue of the Act of 1 854 and the Act of 
1861, or either of them, and it is expedient to amend the 
same ; be it therefore enacted that the said Commissioners 
may be empowered to apply for said purposes any money 
whatever coming to their hands by virtue of said Acts, and 
of any other Act or Acts, order or orders, whatsoever. 

“ That the 45th section of the said Act of 1869 shall be 
amended by omitting from the 23rd line of said section the 
words 4 fourteenth any of January,’ and inserting in lieu 
thereof in said line the words 4 first day of February,’ and that 
said section shall be read and have the effect as if said 
words, 4 first day of February,’ had been originally inserted 
therein. 

44 That such portion of the 29th section of the said Act 
of 1869, as enacts that the decision of the barrister or assis- 
tant barrister, as the case may be, holding or presiding at 
any Court of Revision under said Act, shall, with respect to 
such revision and to the list of voters in said section men- 
tioned, be final and conclusive, shall he and is hereby re- 
pealed, and for the purpose of giving the same right of ap- 
peal from the decision of the said barrister or assistant bar- 
rister, as the case may be, on points of law, as is given by an 
Act passed in the 1 3th and 1 4th years of the reign of Her pre- 
1 sent Majesty, c. 69, and entitled 4 The Parliamentary Voters 
(Ireland) Act, r shall be and are herewith incorporated, and 
shall havo the same force and effects as if they were origi- 
nally incorporated in the said 29th sec. of the said Act of 
1869. e , 

“ That in all cases where, for any of the purposes of the 
said Act of 1869, the production as evidence or otherwise, 
for any purpose whatever, of the rate-book of the Clerk of 
the Union in such Acts mentioned is required, it shall be 
sufficient instead thereof to produce as evidence or otherwise 
the rate-book of the said Commissioners of the said town- 
ship, as furnished to said Commissioners by the Com- 
missioners of Valuation for Ireland, anything in any of the 
said Acts to the contrary notwithstanding ; and the said 
rate-book, as prepared from the return so furnished by the 
said Commissioners of Valuation, shall be held to be the 
rate-hook of and for the said township for all intents and 
purposes whatsoever ; and as if the words 4 rate-book ot 
the Commissioners,' as made up from the copies furnished 
by the said Commissioners of Valuation had been included 
in the said Act of 1869.” 
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The Board see no objection to the proposed amend- 
ment of section 12 of the Act of 1869, as to reckoning 
title to premises by “ succession,” as well as otherwise ; 
nor to the provision as to premises occupied in the 
township in succession (paragraphs 1 and 2) ; but it 
does not appear to the Board that any sufficient grounds 
have been shown for introducing the change of the law 
as regards persons quitting before payment of rates. 
(Paragraph 3.) 

It seems quite reasonable to transfer the powers as 
to trees causing obstruction in roads in the township 
to the Commissioners. (Paragraph 4.) 

The amendment of the local Act as to qualification 
of electors and Commissioners (paragraph 5) was not 
pressed for. . 

The Board cannot approve the proposed reduction of 
the qualification for the office of Commissioner by occu- 
pation of premises, from £25 to £20. (Paragraph 6.) 

The Board approve of the proposed provision as to 
evidence of actual occupation. (Paragraph 7.) 

There seems to be no objection to the repeal of the 
first part of section 14, as to claims to be rated. 
(Paragraph 8.) . 

The proposed alteration of the law in paragraphs JNos. 
9 and 10 was abandoned. 

There does not appear to be any sufficient ground to 
make the proposed alterations in paragraphs 11, 12, 
and 13, relating to form of rate-books, and particulars 
in ratepayers’ list. 


The Board see no objection to the alteration of dates Arr. No. 1 
in the 24th section of the Act relating to claims to — — 

vote on the part of persons whose names have been Letti^frwu 
omitted. . _ Local Govem- 

There appears to be no objection to the proposal in ment Board, 
paragraph 15, as to fund out of which the Assistant 
Barrister’s fees may be paid, nor to the alteration of 
the date at which notice of the accounts are printed 
from 14th January to 1st of February. 

Paragraph 17 involves a repeal of a general statute, 
and cannot be dealt with by a Provisional Order. 

Paragraph 19, as to the nomination of candidates 
for the office of Commissioners, was abandoned. 

The proposed power of appeal from decisions of the 
Assistant Banister (paragraph 18) appears to he reason- 
able, and the Board are prepared to give effect to it, as 
also to the proposal to make the rate-book of the Com- 
missioners evidence (paragraph 20), and the usual 
clause as to payment of expenses incurred by the Com- 
missioners in applying for and obtaining the Provi- 
sional Order, will he made part of the order. 

By order, 

B. Banks, Secretary. 

To Robert James Ennis, Esq., 

Secretary to the Kingstown Town Commissioners, 
George’s-sbreet, Kingstown. 


Agreement with Railway Company, 7th February, 1876.— No. 1. 


Local Government Board Inquiry. 

7th February, 1876. 

The Kingstown Commissioners accede to the objec- 
tions of the Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Railway 
Company, and agree to insert provisions in the con- 
templated Provisional Order exempting the lands and 
other property of the said Railway Company from the 


operation of any compulsory purchase or any right to 
enter upon or interfere therewith. 

Also a declaratory provision confirming the pro- 
visions of the Towns Improvement (Ireland) Act, 1854, 
so far as to limit at one-fourth proportion the pay- 
ment of any taxation. 

George Keogh. 

John Lalor. 


Agreement 
•with Railway 
Company. 


Letter from John Lalor, Esq., to the Directors of the Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford 
Railway Company, 15th February, 1876. 


Township of Kingstown .— Be Inquiry as to Sewers. 

24, Eustace-street, Dublin, 
15th February, 1876. 

Gentlemen, — One of the sewers about being con- 
structed by the Commissioners of Kingstown, and 
designated No. 1, is intended to commence at a point 
fifty feet or thereabouts, measured northwards, from 
the bouse on the western pier, Kingstown, belonging to 
the Commissioners of Public Works, and running 
along the sea slope of the western pier, and termina- 
ting at a point 3,100 feet or thereabouts from said 
first mentioned point, where said sewer will discharge 
the sewage into the sea or hay of Dublin. The course 
of this sower, which is approved of by. the Commis- 
sioners of Public. Works, will run upon the portion of 
the western pier sea slope occupied by the gentlemen’s 
bathing place. I am directed by the Commissioners 
of the township of Kingstown respectfully to ask the 
permission of your Board to run said intended sewer 


in, through, or under the portion of said sea slope so 
occupied by the gentlemen’s bathing place as aforesaid. 
The advantages to the bathers and inhabitants of the 
neighbourhood of Salthill and Monkstown by the 
removal of the outfall sewer from its present place of 
discharge is so manifest, and the number and respecta- 
bility of the witnesses who gave evidence as to the 
intolerable nuisance caused by the present discharge, 
and to which I refer, renders it unnecessary for me to 
add more, save the hope that your Board will accede to 
the request herein contained in the same friendly 
spirit as the favour was granted in the case of No. 2 
sewer in your line of railway. 

I am, gentlemen, your obedient servant, 
John Lalor. 

To the Directors of the 
Dublin, Wicklow, and 
Wexford Railway Company, 

Westland-row. 


Letter from 
J. Lalor, esq., 
to Directors. 


APPENDIX No. 2. Arr. No. 2 

DALKEY. Dalkey! 

Number of Commissioners, 12. Population in 1871, 2,584. Acreage within Municipal Boundary, 592 a. 


Town Commissioners. 


Name and Occupation. 


Anthony O’Neill, Chairman, Coacli-builder, . . • ' 
Hugh O’Rorke. j.p., Vice-Chairman, Merchant, . 

Edward Harrison, Merchant ■ 

John Fleming, Hotel Proprietor, . • • 1 

Mathew Casey, Coal Merchant, House and Land 
Agent, . . . . • 

Christopher Higginbotham, Builder, . . • 1 

11th June, 1877. 


Name and Occupation. 


William Daniel, Merchant, . 

Peter Murphy, Builder, . 

Edward Field, Victualler, 

John Leahy, Grocer and Purveyor, 
William Brown, Corn Merchant, . 
Thomas M 'Donnell, Carpenter, 


Hugh O’Neill, Town Clerk. 

R 2 
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Dalkey; 
Abstract of 
Accounts. 


ended 31st December, 1876. 

Receipts. 

Nature of Receipt. 

To Rates Collected and Lodged, viz. : 

Improvement Rate, .. 

Sinking-Fund Special Rate, . . ’ ■ ’ 

• Water Rate, 

Sewer Rate, 

Dog Liceace Duty, 

Rent of Garden in rere of Town Hall, , 

Hire of Board-room, ..... 

Contribution from Her Majesty’s Government towards Salaries of Sanitary Officers 
Do. m lien of Rates on Government Property in tbe Township ’ 

Interest on Government Stock (Sinking Fund Account), . . 

Net Balance due Treasurer at end of year, 



£2,628 10 


Expenditure. 

Nature of Expenditure. 

By Balance due Treasurer at end of the previous year . 

Salaries: — Town Clerk, . ’ 

Executive Officer and Sanitary Sub-officer, 1 

Collector’s Poundage, and Travelling Expenses in relation to the Collection, 
Repairs and Watering of Roads: — Wages, . 

Materials, 

Horse hire (Watering and Scavenging), 

Lighting : — Wire Guards for Lamps, 

Water Supply : — Dublin Corporation for Water, 

Repairs of Pipes and Fountains, 

Rates on Water Mains, . 

Mam Drainage:— Engineer, Balance due for Maps, Plans, Specifications, &c. 

Lithographing Maps, ... ’ 

Sewer Pipes, . . 

County of Dublin Grand Jury, on foot of Warrant for 1875 (proportion of 
county at large charges), . _ vr r 

Ditto, first moiety, on foot of Warrant ' for 1876, 

Town Hall :— Rent for year ended 1st July, 1876 
Gas Fittings, . ' . . ‘ 

Coal, for three years, . 

Rates, 

Local Government Board for audit, . 

Printing, Advertising, and Stationery, 

New Boat Slip at Ooliemore Harbour, . ' 

Law Costs :— Engineer, for Professional Servioes as a Witness 
interest :— On Improvement Loan, . 

On Piers and Harbour Loan ! \ 

On Water Loan, . 

On Amount .deduced by Mr Homing (or pure!™ of 0oyornment 
Stock on Sinking Fund Account for 1874, 

On Overdrafts for Treasurer 

Purchase of Hoeemment Stock on account of Sinking funds for 1874 and 1876 
Improvement Loan, 

Piers and Harbour Loan, . ’ 

Water Loan, 

On Deposit in National Bank for Main Drainage purposes, . 


£83 

4 

0 

15 

0 

0 

143 10 

3 

142 

9 

4 

27 

18 

1 

170 

2 

8 

23 

13 

9 

6 

9 

5 

130 

0 

0 

10 

0 

0 

0 

18 

6 

328 

5 

4 

133 

19 

0 

14 

10 

0 

19 

6 

6 

5 

]0 

0 

1 

15 

0 

125 

6 

10 

125 

6 

10 

65 

2 

1 

3 

4 

5 

21 

3 

0 

166 

13 

4 

166 

13 

4 

166 

13 

4 


£ s. d 
251 3 10 


98 4 0 
54 13 4 


313 17 8 
4 16 0 


500 0 0 
148 18 1 


£2,628 10 7 


theyear ended 31st December, fe 187ffi Ue abstract of tlie accounts of the Dalkey Township Commissioners f< 


Dated 23rd February, 1877. 


George W. Finlay, Local Government Auditor. 
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. . Report of G. W. Finlay, Esq. 

Kingstown, 23rd February, 1877. 
Gentlemen,— -I have the honour to report to your 
Board that I have audited the accounts of the receipts 
expenditure of the Commissioners of Dalkey town- 
shin for the year ended 31st December, 1876. 

I transmit an abstract of the accounts from which 
it will be seen that the Commissioners received during 
the year £2,060 16s. Id., and that they expended 
under the various heads of account (including payment 
of the balance of £251 3s. KM. due to their treasurer 
at the end of the preceding year) £2,479 12s. 6 d., and 
ulaced on deposit in the National Bank. for . mam 
drainage purposes, £148 18s. 1A, making m all 
£2 628 10s. 7 d. ; leaving a net balance due to then 
' treasurer at the end of the year of £567 14s 6 d. 

The rates made in May, 1876, viz., the sinking fund 
special rate, water rate, improvement rate, and sewer 
rate, amounted, at 3s. 6 d. in the pound on the net 
annual value of the township, to £1,960 14s. 10&, of 
which there was collected and lodged with the trea- 
surer within the year, £1,43? 3s. Id. In addition 
there was a sum of £570 0s. 7 d. arrears of previous 

rates collected and lodged. • 

The. arrears of last rate outstanding on the- 31st 
December last amounted to £682 4s. 5 d. 

Since I last reported on the accounts of this town- 
ship an order for £158 18s. Id. has. been obtained in 
the police court against the late collector O’Dowd, 
being the further amount of rates ascertained to have 
been received by him and not lodged to the credit of 
the Commissioners, but although six months have since 
elapsed nothing further has been done towards recover- 
ing the money. I understand that proceedings are 
about being instituted in one of the superior courts 
against the representatives of the sureties. , _ 

Nothing has been done since my last report towards 


,, Local Government Auditor. ! - — ’ 

Dalkey. 

ascertaining the liabilities of Mr. O’Dowd and his ffip ?", 1 ,. 0 ,;.., 
sureties in relation to the further sum of £231 11s. 6 d. 
beyond handing over the list to the present collector, 
and which, as I have pointed out in a previous report, 
can only be done by application to the individual rate- 
payers appearing to be in arrear. If the list were 
.placed in the hands of a more active and efficient 
officer, who would receive a liberal poundage on the 
amount collected and lodged, the true state of the case 
respecting those arrears could be ascertained.- The 
longer the matter is allowed to remain over, the 
greater will be the difficulty in satisfactorily clos- 
ing it. 

I have seldom met a case in which there has been 
an equal amount of delay in recovering moneys that 
have been misapplied by a collector of public taxes ; 
and it is difficult to believe that the Commissioners 
are really serious in the matter, and that they do not 
prefer the interests of their late collector and his sm-e- 
ties to those of the ratepayers whose representatives 
they are. 

The railway company have not as yet paid the rates 
assessed on their line. Legal proceedings for their re- 
covery are still pending. 

There was a payment of £24 7s. 5 d. during the year 
in the shape of interest on advances for current ex- 
penses. I have intimated to the Commissioners that 
expenditure of this character cannot in futuve be 
allowed, it being illegal. 

I have the honour to be, gentlemen, 

Your obedient servant, 


Geo. W. Finlay. 


To the Local Government Board, 
Custom House, Dublin. 
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